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EXCLUSIVE 
By Paul MeMutlan 


ASYLUM seckers with Aids, TR 
and other killer diseases are 
gaining permanant entry to 
Britain by exploiting a danger 
ous loophole in the law 
The toophele, discwvered by 
Tanzanian women and her lawyers. 
hates to an artiche in tive European 
‘orvention of Human Rights 
Ali that needs te be proven is that 
he aavdum seeker is suffering from 
hiethreatening disease amd that 
health eare in their country of origizt 
is put up to first workd standards. 
And today we can reveal how 
Hindu Mwakitosi. 37, was set te be 
deported hack to Tanzania until she 
appealed under article three of ihe 
Haman fights Act, relating te 
mmndion! geaxsreds* 
She is befieved to have been in the 
years and had exhausted 
peats to remain longer 
n she produced her tramp 
& reedical certificate stating 
she is HIV positive 
jalmed her life was in “inna 
hack home simply 
third world facilities 
An adjudientae 
in ber favour, 


sence 
was foreed te rule 
allowing he 

Mis: # sive landed a 

et & Landon jaw 
other asylutn senkers 
rtaliGn ays 
y she happily re 
y Express: "2 am HIV 
goaitive, | am HEY positive, ves Fam 
neost definitely! 
| told my bows and everyone and 
{ fave & certificate io prove it and 7 
now have the right to stay ie this 
epenary. 

With 136,000 people awaiting 
depertation from Britain, the 

ign (tigre wore fared Le admit 

ait While Mixes Mwskitosi came 

mh exceplionaliy poor PERT, 

the criteria in her case apply virtual 
by across ail of Africa 

A Spokesman said: "Medival care 
5 sben as subieentiy poor in most 
purts of Africas, which would give 
meat people very good grossnids to 
stay if infected by a poterttialty lethal 
Ulnewe. 

Peopie dying of Akis, Ebola and 
TH in Africa far outnumber the 
entire population of Britain. A Gny 
perventane would quickly bankrupt 
the heaih nervies 

Hut 1 now appears they only have 
t sei foot on British sod and they 
nave ihe ght to stay until cared 
Virnees dike HIV are never removed 
from the body ~ so that means for 
life. The east of retroviral drug treat 


‘Government is washing its 
hands of these people and 
hospitals are footing the bill’ 


merit te stop HIV turning inte full 
blower Aids is pearly £15,000 a year 
But many asylum seekers have 
already diarted te develop the dix 
cane and for them cost of treatment 
eas be 13 times higher 

Dr Anthony Bisinger, director of 
the renal unit at St Helier Hospital, 
in Carshalion, Surrey, spoke out 
after his hoagitel had to meet @ 
£150,000 bil for a Ghanaian patient 
suffering from: Aids and kidney fail 
ure, 

He suid: “Everyone felt sorry for 
thé chap but we cannot provide 6 
hoalth service for the world. 

“His family said was applying 
for asylum. f can Usink af ao reasan 
why anyone would need aaylimn 
from Ghana but you can't blame 
them for applying. Whet I fed so 


| PMR Si EONAR 
‘Yes, | am HIV 
positive. | have 
a certificate to 
prove it and 
now I have the 
right to stay in 
this country’ 


hel the 
and the 
rege Cheir 
ie heaps 


annoying is — that 
Department of Health 
Home Office end up wa 
hands af th 


keeps no records of the nuaher of 
sners er anylum: seekers treat 
ed in Byitish hespitals 
¢ Office admitted 
they were fighiing a losing battle to 
deport medics! refigees, 
4 spokeswoman, keen net to barn 
a dehige into a find, sai: “There ix 
hy no mnans a tlashet “Yas, you cat 
Alay hecaase you have H ike OF 
seme olier untreatable virus’. It's 
oft e case ly case havi 
Bist she admitted: "We have on 
obligation usdler the Hixnan Rights 
Act section three which deals with 
xpplirstians on medical grounds. 
says people can stay if there is an 


imminent fear af death if 
departed. If you come from 
California, where there are 
very goad facilities, you 
woul! be turned down. 
But if you come from a 
country where facil 
ities are poor, 8 ser 
ious virei illness 
could be considered as 
an exceptional, compas 
aionate and compelling 
argument to stay 

The cast of treatment 
doer ant quent iets if at 4 

Misk Mwakitesi now works fo: 
solicitors Lawson, Turner and 
Gilbert it plush Docklands offices 
where the car park i stacked with 
Meroedes and dxdx, 

Her boas Mr Olaitin said: “We de 
not employ Hegel aavium seekers. 
She ic new here tegally, she is ve 
goad al her job and we support he 

He added: “Since specialising in 
immigration this legal practice le 
really going places.” 

have plenty of clients. Over 
ihe past two years 154.000 aaylum 
seekers have heen refused entry bul 
fewer thin 20,008) have antisally beet 
removed, 

More and more are turning to 
cumspanies like Lawson, Turner and 
Githert ia fied a way round deport 

Fhe firm also hes an offer a: 
er 


the UK 


number of Aids cases among 
erosesaials in Hriteit i¢ 4 

faster rate then ever Last yeu 
LR19 cases were Gagnosed, af 
whick 7i per cent were amang 
Africans. Se fae, 22,248 people have 
died of the disease in Britain 

Suargwisingly, siice her dlagnonis 
Miss Mwakitosi has apt bothered to 
#0 back te her doctors for treatment, 
the availabilty ef whieh waa the 
baxaie of he sviure cleitn, 

Her case has angered They MP 
David Amess, # member of the 
Heutih Select Committee. 

ite wait: “The UK ns a real prole 
jor with ite beaith service at the 
somient and 1 der mak UR resi 
dents will be ploaserd if this leephole 
is alensed in this way 

‘The Home Seeretary David 
Blunkett sexs ja explain in detall 
the repercussions of the case fo the 
House of Commans.” 
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Asylum seekers with killer diseases exploit legal loophole to avoid deportation 


Got Aids? 
Welcome 


PM HERE TO STAY: Tancania-bors Hinde Mhewkitest te Loméon teat week 


EXPOSED! This Sunday Express report 


reveals the way AlDS-carriers are defying 


our immigration controls with impunity 


Some Middle East realities 


In the midst of a wide diversity of highly 
emotive commentaries on the current 
situation in Palestine, a welcome shaft of 
light was cast by Andrew Alexander, writing 
in the Daily Mail of the 19th April. Said 
Alexander:- 


“There is far too much talk in the Arab- 
Israeli crisis about right and wrong. The 
essence of diplomacy is not right and wrong 
or good and bad. It is about peace and war. 
We are threatened by a dangerous and 
worsening conflict which, if it persists, 
could destabilise the Middle East with 
consequences which would be felt world- 
wide and certainly in Britain. 

“It is a side issue now who are the goodies 
and baddies. The point is that both sides are 
convinced of the righteousness of their 
cause.” 


Though this is far from the complete 
picture, it does form some framework for the 
issue to be judged. From the strict British 
standpoint, what matters about the Middle 
East crisis is simply and solely how it affects 


Nationalist comment 


DEALING | 
WITH THE 


OPPOSITION | 
Here Israeli 
police are seen 
beating up a 
demonstrator. 


Behaviour like 
this is causing 
dramatic 
changes in 
public opinion 
concerning 
Middle East- 
ern affairs. 


us; it should be a matter of supreme indiff- 
erence to Britain whether one or another 
group of Middle Easterners occupy a partic- 
ular tiny piece of land far from our shores — 
unless certain essential national interests are 
affected by this issue. This question must be 
judged completely independently of whether 
we sympathise with the Arabs or the Israelis. 
Sympathy is a matter of personal feeling; 
national interests are a matter of cool, sober 
judgement in which feelings should play no 
part. 

Mr. Alexander speaks of consequences 
affecting Britain. There are two essential 
respects in which this is true. Britain, like all 
industrial nations, is affected by anything 
which interferes with the necessary flow of 
Middle Eastern oil to its economy — and that 
is the most vital issue. But we are also 
affected in another way. Here we must dis- 
tinguish between Britain as we would like it 
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to be — a nation under a government dedi- 
cated single-mindedly and exclusively to 
British interests and not swayed by any other 
considerations — and the nation we are today: 
one governed by a set of politicians of 
globalist loyalty and inclination, indifferent 
to real British interests, heavily committed to 
the support of Zionism by way of the 
immense power of the Jewish lobby both 
here and across the Atlantic — and, not least, 
responsive to every gust of wind, large or 
small, from the mass media and public 
opinion, which in turn exploit — or are 
swayed by — popular emotion. 

This is important — even if it should not 
be. Whereas Alexander is right in saying that 
the question of who are the goodies and who 
are the baddies is only a side issue, it is a 
political fact that popular perceptions of 
good and bad, right and wrong, have an 
immense bearing on policies likely to be 
adopted and therefore likely to affect us. 

And here is where we are witnessing 
some dramatic developments. The totally 
callous and brutal actions of the Israeli armed 
forces and police in the occupied territories — 
actions which, from a vast weight of 
evidence, go far beyond necessary counter- 
terrorist measures — have caused such out- 
rage that the mass media, disposed almost 
viscerally to be pro-Jewish, have not been 
able to ignore them. Journalists reporting 
from the spot — journalists, mark you, predis- 
posed from way back in their student days 
towards philo-Semitic attitudes — have simply 
been forced to take account of the evidence 
before their very eyes. The result is that the 
British public is seeing another side to the 
race which for the past sixty years or so has 
been treated always as the victim of brutality 
and consequently as beyond criticism. Also, 
many who in the past, for fear of being 
dubbed ‘anti-Semites’, have hesitated to con- 
demn Jewish actions are now shaking off that 
inhibition as they see that others are freeing 
themselves from the same shackles and 
speaking openly. This is causing tremendous 
alarm in Jewish quarters, and has provoked 


the Chief Rabbi, Jonathan Sacks, no less, to 
observe that ‘anti-Semitism’ in Britain is at 
the highest level for many years, perhaps 
since the 1930s. 

We should of course understand straight- 
away what the Rabbi means by ‘anti-Semit- 
ism’. No civilised person wants to see Jews 
singled out for hostility just because they are 
Jews, but all reasonable people should wish 
to see an open and honest debate about 
Jewish matters in which Jews are no more 
immune to criticism than the rest of us. This 
is what is happening at long last, and this is 
what scares the daylights out of Mr. Sacks 
and his kind, many of whom are accustomed 
to thinking of themselves as an exclusively 
protected species whose good and bad points 
of behaviour may never be discussed as are 
those of the rest of us. When we say that the 
British public is now seeing another side to 
this race, what we mean is that the faults of 
the Jews (or at least some of them) are being 
revealed — to be measured against the virtues, 
just as is fair with British people, Germans, 
French, Eskimos and others. Many Jews, 
including some very powerful ones, would 
prefer that this not be permitted; but whether 
they like it or not, it is happening. 

In that regard, what is going on right now 
in the Israel/Palestine region is having un- 
doubted effects in this country. It is tragic 
that it is taking great human suffering for this 
to come about, but that is something we 
cannot alter. Often it happens that out of 
suffering comes truth. 

And the truth is important to us in Britain 
because it bears on matters far wider than 
this local Middle Eastern quarrel. It helps to 
inform our attitude towards Zionism world- 
wide, which in its turn affects areas of 
British life too numerous to list in this short 
analysis. Zionism — the wider Zionism, that 
is — crucially influences British policy both 
foreign and domestic, and we believe that 
this influence is mostly not for the good. If 
events in the Middle East play some role in 
changing British perceptions of Zionism, 
and these in turn eventually lead to changes 
of British policy, something worthwhile will 
have been achieved. 

Right now, almost everyone — even 
including comparative realists like Mr. Alex- 
ander — is saying that there must be a truce 
and a settlement between the Arabs and the 
Israelis. This flies in the face of history. 
History should tell us that there simply is no 
formula for a settlement that will ever satisfy 
both sides. The Arab-Israeli conflict, like the 
Northern Ireland conflict, is one which can 
only be resolved by one side winning and the 
other side losing. And in the end, the plain 
fact is that Israel cannot win. The realities of 
demographics and geopolitics make this 
clear to anyone not blinded by pro-Jewish 
prejudice. Israel’s inevitable defeat is at the 
moment only being postponed by American 


on the 


protection, and that in turn is only being 
sustained by the power of the Jewish lobby 
in Washington — something that Americans 
are not going to put up with for ever. 

These are the realities of the Middle 
Eastern conflict. Whatever side you think 
you’re on, they won’t go away. British policy 
must, at the end of the day, be determined by 
realities — and how those realities affect 
Britain itself. Today’s politicians will not 
accept this; tomorrow’s politicians will have 
to. 


An extraordinary statement 


Last month we had occasion to focus on 
the affair of Commander Brian Paddick, 
permitted to get away with grossly inade- 
quate anti-drug measures in London’s Lambeth 
Division because he had the protection of 
Metropolitan Commissioner Sir John Stevens. 
Stevens also tolerated Paddick’s public 
confession of his attraction to anarchy, and 
only instituted an enquiry into his behaviour 
when allegations were made that he had 
smoked cannabis in the flat he had shared 
with his homosexual lover. Indeed, as the 
lover himself acknowledged, Paddick got 
away with all these things for so long 
precisely because he was the Met’s token 
‘gay’ officer and his superiors declined to 
take action against him for fear of being 
labelled ‘homophobic’. 

All this must surely have prompted the 
question: what was Stevens doing as the top 
cop of a city groaning under an unprece- 
dented crime wave, when such a job 
demanded a man of competence and strength? 
The answer, of course, is that, like virtually 
all really senior policemen in Britain today, 
Stevens owes his promotion more to his 
credentials in the way of political correctness 
than his capability in fighting criminals. 

Now Stevens has given us cause for 
confirmation of this view. At a London 
conference on street crime held last month, 
he came out with what was surely an extra- 
ordinary confession of attitude. There was, 
according to him, a ‘peril’ in prosecuting 
young black offenders. The peril consisted of 
the fact that it would result in those offenders 
being branded as criminals for life. The 
Commissioner said that a huge drive against 
street robbers would lead to hundreds of 
black men being convicted of robbery. That 
would risk making them unemployable — 
making it more likely that they would return 
to crime after their release from jail. A Daily 
Mail report of his speech said:- 


“Sir John revealed that 17,000 suspects had 
been arrested for a range of crimes in six 
weeks across London in a massive drive 
against soaring levels of street attacks. 
“Among those arrested are more than 1,000 
suspected robbers, and Sir John said a large 
number of those caught are black.” 


month’‘s news 


The nature of these offences meant that 
those arrested had to be charged and brought 
into the criminal justice system. The Mail 
report went on to quote Sir John:- 


“By bringing them into the system at such a 
young age, we are stigmatising them for life. 
“By arresting thousands of culprits, we may 
be reducing the incidence of street crime — 
and by God we need to do that. 

“But what we are creating is a rising gener- 
ation of socially stigmatised and socially 
excluded youth.” 


Sir John, as far we know, did not actually 
advocate explicitly that these considerations 
should lead to young black offenders not 
being prosecuted when their actions merited 
prosecution, but there is the very clear infer- 
ence from his words that this may well be the 
policy. He surely must have been aware that 
many senior police officers either were 
present at the conference or would read 
reports of his speech subsequently. Such 
officers, being career-minded, would natur- 
ally take the words of their chief as guidance 
in their actions and as some indication of the 
kind of philosophy of policing that would 
best help their ambitions of promotion. 

In fact, these words of Sir John Stevens 
were utterly appalling, coming from the man 
who is looked up to to provide leadership in 
a vital war against lawbreaking which at the 
moment the police are losing. The plain fact 
is that, quite apart from being suggestive that 
there are cases where criminals should not be 
prosecuted as they should be, Sir John’s 
words also could be taken as a hint that 
Blacks in particular should be treated with 
leniency because they were in a different 
category to Whites arrested for similar offen- 
ces. In other words, there should be racial 
discrimination in reverse! 

We know, of course, that this is 
happening. What Sir John’s words have 
done is give implied sanction to it at the 
highest level. The man should be sacked 
forthwith — but of course he will not. 


RUC: disgusting betrayal 

This editor has a particular personal reason 
to feel outrage at what successive govern- 
ments have been doing to the Royal Ulster 
Constabulary. His paternal grandfather was a 
senior officer in that body, then called the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. The RIC/RUC 
have represented a proud tradition of superb 
policing and service to the British Crown. 
Now as a reward for this service and for their 
valiant record as fighters against terrorism, 
they are being turned into something amount- 
ing to a mockery of what the force once was. 
The name is to go. The uniform is to go in 
favour of trendy baseball caps, and personnel 
must be 50:50 protestant and catholic — which 
means discrimination in favour of the latter. 
It’s vomiting time again. 
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THE SUNDAY EXPRESS of the 7th April carried 
a full-page report headed ‘Got AIDS? Welcome 
to Britain’. That heading aptly described the 
sheer lunacy to which the present Government’s 
immigration policies have now descended. 

The report went on to say that:- 


“Asylum-seekers with AIDS, TB and other 
killer diseases are gaining permanent entry to 
Britain by exploiting a dangerous loophole in 
the law. 

“The loophole, discovered by a Tanzanian 
woman and her lawyers, relates to an article 
in the European convention of Human Rights. 
“All that needs to be proven is that the asylum- 
seeker is suffering from a life-threatening 
disease and that health care in their country 
of origin is not up to first world standards.” 


The report went on to relate the case of 
Hindu Mwakitosi, who was set to be deported 
back to Tanzania until she appealed under 
article three of the Human Rights Act relating 
to ‘medical grounds’. She produced her trump 
card — a medical certificate stating that she is 
HIV-positive. She claimed her life was in immi- 
nent danger back home because Tanzania’s 
medical facilities were inadequate. An adjudi- 
cator was forced to find in her favour, allowing 
her to stay. 

But that’s only the tip of the iceberg. Miss 
Mwakitosi has now landed a job at a London 
law firm, advising other asylum-seekers how to 
beat the deportation system. She was reported 
as happily revealing to the Sunday Express:- 

“lam HIV-positive, | am HIV-positive, yes | 

am, most definitely! | told my boss and every- 

one and | have a certificate to prove it, and | 

now have the right to stay in this country.” 


MILLIONS MORE ON THE WAY? 


The Sunday Express report went on to state 
the truth — that the number of people dying from 
AIDS, Ebola and TV in Africa is so vast that it far 
outnumbers the entire population of the United 
Kingdom. The mind simply boggles at the 
potentialities this test case has opened up for 
such people wanting to get to this country — 
potentialities which Miss Mwakitosi is now 
busily exploiting in the office of the firm where 
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As AIDS-carriers walk in, immigration reaches stage of total insanity 


she works. The Sunday Express again:- 


“... Now it appears they only have to set foot 
on British soil and they have the right to stay 
until cured. Viruses like HIV are never 
removed from the body — so that means for 
life. The cost of retroviral drug treatment to 
stop HIV turning into full-blown AIDS is nearly 
£15,000 a year. But many asylum-seekers 
have already started to develop the disease 
and for them the cost of treatment can be ten 
times higher.” 


This, of course, is only about the financial 
costs to the Health Service in Britain. That is 
important enough at a time when we have just 
been informed of big tax increases in order to 
provide more health funding. 

But as to the wider costs to general public 
health of having untold numbers of new people 
roaming about this country carrying diseases 
that could infect anyone near them, we wonder 
whether anyone at official level has even 
started to think about the ramifications of these 
— or, if they have, whether there is, anywhere, 
the political will to take the necessary action. 

And action is becoming imperative. Said the 
Sunday Express:- 

“The number AIDS cases among heterosex- 

uals in Britain is rising at a faster rate than 

ever. Last year, 1,819 cases were diagnosed, 

of which 71 per cent were among Africans. 

So far, 12,248 people have died of the disease 

in Britain.” 

And what does the Home Office say about 
this potential danger being increased a hundred- 
fold? One spokeswoman was quoted as saying:- 

“We have an obligation under the Human 

Rights Act section three which deals with 

applications on medical grounds. It says 

people can stay if there is an imminent fear of 

death if deported... if you come from a 

country where facilities are poor, a serious 

viral illness could be considered as an 

exceptional, com- passionate and compelling 

argument to stay.” 


So there we have it. In the name of ‘Human 
Rights’, the whole future of the indigenous 
British population must be placed in jeopardy. 


How can we accept that, having once been 
the workshop of the world, we now hardly 
make anything worthwhile in this country? 
How can our pride allow us simply to be a 
service-led economy where our talent is 
exported to allow other nations to make the 
things we invent and design? 

... Our lack of success in manufacturing in 
this country is far more due to the short- 
termism of our financial institutions, which 
want instant profits and do not encourage 
long-term investment or long-term research, 
design or development. Added to this is the 
attitude of our educationalists, who firmly 
believe that a job in manufacturing is like 
consigning their pupils to everlasting damn- 
ation. We really do seem to have lost the 
passion for manufacturing in our country — 
we must regain it. Man and his country 
cannot live healthily by service industries alone. 

SIR TERENCE CONRAN 
The Sunday Times (14.4.02) 


... Whatever Bush, Blair and the rest of 
them think, the world is not reasonable. The 
existence of Israel itself, a unique kind of 
state based on an ancient prophecy and an 
eternal wrong, is not reasonable. Its right to 
exist, which the Arabs will never accept, 
rests not on reasonable arguments but on its 
own ability to fight for its existence by any 
means available, however distasteful this 
may seem to the ‘international community’. 

Not reason, but ancient elemental forces, 
racial and historical memories, even traces of 
that romantic revolt against reason some- 
times called fascism, are working here, and 
on both sides. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (12.4.02) 


Saddam’s so-called ‘weapons of mass 
destruction’, which are the reason why Mr. 
Blair and Mr. Bush are preparing for war 
against the Iraqi leader, remain so far illusory 
and incapable of proof. 

No such mystery attaches to Mr. Sharon’s 
weapons of mass destruction — several 
hundred nuclear warheads — though these are 
not considered by Mr. Blair or Mr. Bush to 
constitute any kind of threat to world peace. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (31.3.02) 


They are at it again. Despite the unfin- 
ished business in Afghanistan, the Iraqi- 
phobes have lost little time in trying to whip 
up support for their long-desired cluster- 
bombing of Baghdad — or nuclear bombing, 
if our ‘humanitarian’ Defence Secretary 
Geoff Hoon is to have his way. 

In the countdown to military action we 
must brace ourselves for the usual round of 
Saddam scare stories which inevitably signal 


that an attack on Iraq is imminent. Super- 
guns, killer agents and anthrax in our reser- 
voirs: whatever it is, rest assured that those 
dastardly Iraqis will be planning it in the 
weeks and months ahead. 

Before the BS2s set off and the propa- 
ganda war goes into overdrive, it is surely 
worth considering a little more closely why 
on earth all this is happening. Why is a 
‘régime change’ in Baghdad considered so 
desirable, even at the extent of risking a 
major Middle East war? 

NEIL CLARK 
The Spectator (30.3.02) 


It is the job of soldiers to kill the enemy 
and take ground. It is often their duty to die 
or be terribly injured. There is no point in 
being sentimental about it. 

This harsh bargain is justified only if they 
really are doing their duty to the country. I 
can think of no good reason why British 
soldiers should be in Afghanistan. I have 
never believed that the September 11 attack 
was planned there... 

It is also absurd for Mr. Blair to pose as 
the foe of terror while he grants the IRA its 
every wish. 

Parading as a fake strongman in a TV 
studio is demeaning. Sending real men into 
mortal danger so as to polish your image is 
despicable. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (24.3.02) 


... Can one criticise the Jewish state, a 
major actor in a very important part of the 
world, without being painted an anti-Semite, 
or is Israel and its defendants immune from 
reproach? What I do know is that an all- 
powerful Israeli lobby defending Israel’s 
interests goes into overdrive the moment 
Israel is criticised... Here’s my take at what’s 
happening in that unhappy part of the world. 
Palestinians feel they finally have a weapon 
that balances the power of the United States- 
equipped Israeli army: the suicide bomber. 
And I'll go further. The suicide bomber is a 
creation of Israel’s occupation of the West 
Bank and Gaza. Israel may be the only dem- 
ocracy in the region, but depriving people of 
the right to equality and freedom, and keeping 
them under occupation, is hardly a demo- 
cratic act. 

TAKI 
The Spectator (6.4.02) 


Who would have believed, 50 years ago, 
that by the end of the century the foulest 
language and vilest pornography would be 
commonplace on television, or that we would 
have a government legislating to break up the 
United Kingdom, barely bothering to conceal 
its republican bent, rashly declaring war on 


Moslem terrorism which did not threaten us, 
while crawling abjectly to the IRA and even 
assisting it by releasing murderers from 
prison? 

A government making a criminal out of an 
honest shopkeeper because he sold in pounds 
and ounces, and jailing for life a decent 
householder who dared to defend his home 
by shooting a burglar. 

A government refusing to take any effect- 
ive action against violent crime, encouraging 
sexual perversion by lowering the age of 
consent and drug abuse by relaxing the law 
on cannabis, and legislating for women to 
serve in the front line (while the gallant 
warriors of Westminster sit snug and safe). 

A government showing itself dead to any 
notion of patriotism and even discouraging 
the use of the word ‘British’, falling over 
itself to destroy our institutions simply 
because it is frightened of offending hostile 
aliens. 

GEORGE MACDONALD FRASER 
Daily Mail (15.4.02) 


Something is happening in Britain that 
happened in America in the 1960s and 1970s: 
whole areas of cities are being surrendered to 
an underclass. In London, although we have 
yet to see Mayfair, Belgravia or Chelsea 
taken over by menacing Albanian ‘illegals’, 
residents of premium areas are banding 
together to hire private security patrols, and 
people are afraid to wear their Rolexes out of 
doors. Even in the most salubrious streets, 
few relish going for a walk after nightfall. In 
America, the authorities — by a policy of zero 
tolerance — have been largely successful in 
reclaiming the streets from the criminal. 
Here there has been no effort to do so, and 
there is unlikely to be one. 

SIMON HEFFER 
The Spectator (30.3.02) 


Our rulers do not actually believe in 
punishing crime. They like taxation. They 
despise marriage. They are ashamed of Brit- 
ain. They long to impose European Union 
regulation and interference on every aspect 
of our lives, because they actively like that 
sort of thing. 

They work to get rid of our ancient liber- 
ties — jury trial and habeas corpus — and 
replace them with useless ‘human rights’, 
which mostly benefit criminals and illegal 
immigrants. We will end up as surfs with ID 
cards under CCTV surveillance, free to booze 
and bet and smoke dope, but not to think. 

Could it be that, to distract us and dull our 
wits, they actively seek to stupify us with 
these fake pleasures? 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (31.3.02) 
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PRINCIPLED CONSERVATIVES will 
surely have groaned in despair when they 
read of Iain Duncan Smith’s statement, 
made in Harrogate on March 24th, that 
the party must show that it ‘cares’ about 
the poor, the dispossessed and the vulner- 
able. It is not that anyone would object to 
a party which was committed to help the 
genuinely needy in society; that should be 
an article of faith with every party without 
there being any requirement for it to say 
so publicly. It is only that, in the political 
culture of our times, such a declaration 
immediately sets off warning bells signal- 
ling no change from the merry-go-round 
of populist bribery and ingratiation that 
have been a feature of public life in 
Britain for as long as most of us can rem- 
ember. There is a code by which we can 
immediately identify what Mr. Duncan 
Smith really means. It means that he just 
‘loves’ everyone who has a vote, no matter 
who they may be and no matter whether 
they are deserving of his concern or not. 

Just a month before, IDS had proclaimed 
that the Tories must make themselves more 
attractive to black and Asian voters and that 
the party had “not been careful enough” 
about the way it was perceived among ethnic 
minorities. 

Andrew Alexander, writing in the Daily 
Mail a few days afterwards, caught the pitch 
perfectly:- 


“The new message from the Conserv- 
atives after the Harrogate conference is 
that they care. 

“Gosh, how they care! Iain Duncan Smith 
gets up caring and goes to bed caring. You 
should just see party chairman David 
Davis caring away all day in his office in 
Smith Square — though the rumour is 


A CONSERVATIVE 


JOHN TYNDALL examines common ideals, and 


differences, between Tories and nationalists 


the way — is that its campaign to prove the 
point is likely to take us even further 
down the road to the Nanny State. 

“Every time a problem is identified, every 
time a section or group in the community 
is seen to be in difficulties, the Tories are 


Second part of a 


two-part feature 


liable to demonstrate how much they 
‘care’ by promising action through govern- 
ment. 

“This is not what the party chose Iain 
Duncan Smith for. There are ominous 
signs that he has fallen into the hands of 
the spin doctors.” 


DUNCAN SMITH 
Self-procliamed ‘carer’ 


denied that party HQ is to be renamed 
Caring Central Office. 

They care about the rich, the poor, the old, 
the young, black and white, brown and 
yellow, abled and disabled, educated and 
illiterate — oh, everybody. 

“It invites the obvious riposte that the 
party doth protest too much. 

“Two things in particular make me uneasy 
about the way this is trumpeted as the new 
Conservatism. 

“It is remarkably unsubtle. It carries the 
clear implication that the party didn’t 
‘care’ before, which devalues its inherit- 
ance. It may also promote suspicion about 
the reliability of this apparent conversion. 
“The other problem about the party pro- 
claiming that it is ‘caring’ and ‘compass- 
ionate’ — it also did under Ted Heath, by 
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All this simply demonstrates that where 
the Tories under Mr. Duncan Smith are 
concerned, it is going to be the same old 
game, played under the same old rules. This 
will be a profound disappointment to many 
who had hoped that the party, at long last, 
might abandon its pathetic efforts to compete 
with Labour and the Liberal Democrats for 
the mythical ‘centre ground’, and embrace 
firm principles of the kind that once set it as a 
party apart, a party of the genuine right 
which, while not loved by the whole popu- 
lation (is that ever possible?), would at least 
be respected for having some identifiable 
convictions and showing some real leader- 
ship. 

I state these things having never been a 
Tory myself. To me, a Conservative position 


is untenable in times when everything worth 
conserving has been thrown away, and when 
the enemies of what is worth conserving 
occupy the commanding heights of power; 
then, only an insurgent approach to politics 
offers any hope of winning back what has 
been lost. Nevertheless, I can respect people 
who, as Conservatives, are faithful to certain 
core beliefs underlying the origins and 
traditions of their party. It is clear from Mr. 
Duncan Smith’s recent pronouncements that, 
like his opposite number Tony Blair, he 
holds no core beliefs at all but is just another 
modern-day politician — with all the con- 
temptible traits associated with those words. 
He is interested only in obtaining political 
office, and will say or do anything he thinks 
will help him in that quest. 


Society’s goals 

Duncan Smith’s reference to the poor, the 
dispossessed and the vulnerable does, how- 
ever, provide us with a useful cue for a 
discussion in which we can examine what 
ought to be the proper goals of a society. It is 
a discussion in which, I would submit, 
Conservatives have again and again been 
wrong-footed over the past half-century. 

In the first part of this article published 
last month, I focused on the common ground 
that should unite true Conservatives with 
nationalists like myself, namely our belief in 
the primacy of the nation-state, of national 
sovereignty and national identity. We nation- 
alists have remained steadfastly with our feet 
on that ground, whereas it is my contention 
that the Tories, as a party, have abandoned it. 
At the same time, a great many Tories, as 
individuals, remain faithful to the national 
idea and wish only that their leaders were of 
the same mind. 

Let us begin, then, from this common 
ground of national loyalty, and then go on to 
explore its ramifications for the society we 
inhabit. 

A nation does not exist in a vacuum; nor 
does it exist in isolation from the world 
around it. It has to defend its place in that 
world and to compete in it for its survival. 
That means, in the simplest terms, that it 
must keep itself strong — strong in its 
resources and resourcefulness, in its defences, 
in its competitiveness, in its inner health, 


vitality, unity, discipline and cohesion. 

From these imperatives, certain ground 
rules flow logically. Unity and cohesion 
require, first of all, a sense of shared nation- 
ality — of which the foundation must be 
shared ethnicity, a need I spotlighted last 
month. This in no way stipulates that those 
who are not part of this shared ethnicity 
should be hated, only that they must be 
excluded. In the case of people of broadly 
similar racial background and culture — 
meaning, in the British context, most other 
Europeans — these can be absorbed and 
assimilated up to a certain numerical limit. In 
the case of those of vastly different racial 
background and culture — meaning all non- 
Europeans — exclusion is essential if national 
cohesion is to be preserved. 

But that is only the start; national 
cohesion must mean considerably more. It 
must mean a contract of citizenship in which 
rights are balanced by duties, freedoms by 
obligations. In that contract, a harmony must 
be sought between the individual will — the 
very human and natural concern for self- 
interest on the part of every member of the 
group — and the will and interest of the group 
as a whole. And here is the rub — in situations 
where that harmony is. not possible, where 
one will and interest must take priority over 
the other, it must always be the will and 
interest of the group that prevails. 

This rule must govern economic activity. 
It must govern social policy and behaviour. 
And it must govern everything that we 
include within the classification of ‘morality’. 


Individual-centred creed 

And it is here that Liberalism parts 
company with traditional Conservatism. To 
the Liberal, the individual will and interest 
must always be paramount. All government, 
law and social organisation are conceived as 
being devised to serve individual ends. 
Government is there to make decisions 
calculated to achieve the greatest good for 
the greatest number of individuals. Law is 
seen as being necessary to protect the rights 
of individuals against the depredations of 
other individuals who threaten them. Society 
is looked upon merely as a contract of 
convenience between individuals who recog- 
nise that they can achieve more for their 
individual selves by co-operation than by 
conflict. The free individual, without oblig- 
ations to society, nation or family is the ideal. 
The imposition of such obligations is a 
necessary evil based on an understanding of 
the imperfectibility of man in his present 
evolutionary phase. That is all; there is no 
higher goal. 

And at the centre of this blissful world- 
picture there stands that dreaded institution, 
the State. The need for such a thing as the 
State is grudgingly accepted by Liberals — at 
least until such time as human perfectibility 
(always a Liberal dream) is further advanced. 
But the acceptance is a viscerally hostile one, 


rather as in the relationship between a prison 
inmate and his jailer. Everything the inmate 
can get away with without the jailer’s inter- 
ference should be engaged in as a matter of 
principle — after all, is it not an exercise in 
‘rights’? 


Authority of the State 


Traditional Conservatism opposed this 
mentality. To Conservatives of the old type, 
the State was not intrinsically bad but, on the 
contrary, the vital bastion of order and 
authority without which life would degen- 
erate. True, the State, being a human 
construct, could always fall into the hands of 
those who were either evil or incompetent. 
But that was not a weakness in the concept of 
the State as such, only a symptom of human 
weakness. The same human weakness would 
ensure that, without a strong State as 
society’s protector, evil and incompetence 
would prevail much more widely and have 
far worse consequences. If faults existed in 
the State, they should be corrected within, 
leaving the institution intact, not by the 
repudiation of the State in favour of rampant 
individualism and a free-for-all between 
private vested interests. 

Roger Scruton, in The Meaning of Con- 
servatism (Pelican, 1980), castigated modern 
Tories for their downgrading of the value of 
State authority, saying:- 


“Authority... is an enormous artifact. By 
which I mean, not that authority is intent- 
ionally constructed, but rather that it 
exists only in so far as men exercise, 
understand and submit to it. The condit- 
ion of society presupposes this general 
connivance, and a conservative will seek 
to uphold all those practices and instit- 
utions — among which, of course, the 
family is pre-eminent — through which the 
habits of allegiance are acquired. As we 
shall see, this necessary corollary of 
conservative thinking is incompatible 
with any suggestions that the conser- 
vative is an advocate either of liberal 
ideals, or of the so-called ‘minimal state’. 
It is as possible for a conservative as it is 
for a socialist to be, should the need arise, 
‘totalitarian’ — although, naturally, it is 
not the height of wisdom so to declare 
oneself. In fact, what is objected to as 
‘totalitarian’ is not the power of the state, 
but power arbitrarily constituted and 
arbitrarily exercised. No serious person 
can believe that there ought to be a power 
greater than that of the state, a power that 
can, if it chooses, put itself beyond the 
reach of law. The conservative believes in 
the power of the state as necessary to the 
state’s authority, and will seek to estab- 
lish and enforce that power in the face of 
every influence that opposes it...” 


It should be obvious that this definition is 
very different to that recognisable as modern 
Conservatism. To those who determine current 
Tory policy, the ‘minimal state’ is an axiom- 
atic good — a concept easy to make popular 
because of the gross abuses of State authority 


by successive Labour governments and even 
some Conservative ones. It is, nevertheless, 
as Scruton implies, a Liberal idea. 

Scruton is absolutely right in maintaining 
that there should be no power greater than 
that of the State — though, again, contempor- 
ary Conservatism repudiates this. The 
Thatcher revolution accelerated a tendency 
already existing in post-war British Conser- 
vatism: for Big Business to become, in 
effective terms, more powerful than Govern- 
ment. This was sanctified as a process 
desirable to protect the individual from ‘Big 
Government’, a term imported from America 
to depict government as some kind of uncon- 
trollable leviathan which threatened the lives 
of the people in a manner more present in 
Orwellian fiction than in modern reality. The 
actual truth of the late 20th and early 21st 
centuries has been that the real leviathans are 
the multi-national corporations (including 
those of the mass media) and international 
finance, and that these threaten the people far 
more dangerously and destructively than any 
government. A powerful State — albeit one of 
a vastly different type and orientation than 
any known to present-day Britons — is in fact 
the only possible guarantor against these 
threats. 

We might argue with Scruton over his 
reference to State power “arbitrarily constit- 
uted and arbitrarily exercised,” since all 
effective State power is, to a degree, arbit- 
rary in both senses. No device has yet been 
found to constitute a power of the State that 
owes nothing at all to arbitrary procedures 
beyond the control of ordinary people, while 
the exercise of State power should not be 
condemned on the grounds that it is arbitrary 
but only on the grounds that it is bad. An 
exercise of power which, if arbitrary in 
method, nevertheless immensely strengthens 
the nation and benefits its people, should be 
welcomed rather than abhorred. 

But these are criticisms of phrase and of 
emphasis. Essentially, Scruton recognises 
that strong State authority, far from being 
antipathetical to Conservatism, is a vital 
pillar of it. Only to the trendy modern 
Conservative whose mind has been filled 
with Liberal mumbo-jumbo is there a conflict 
between the two. 


Contract of citizenship 
Here is where we come back to the 
contract of citizenship referred to earlier. 
Without a strong State, that contract would 
require a level of human perfection so far 
never attained in this world. It would require 
that people behave towards each other in a 
manner completely lacking in any consid- 
eration for selfish interest and out of utter 
dedication to the overall social and national 
good. Only a tiny minority in the best of 
populations is so inclined, so that authority — 
an enlightened and benevolent authority, 
certainly, but authority nevertheless — is 
Contd. overleaf 
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OPEN LETTER TO 


A CONSERVATIVE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


imperative for there to be a social and moral 
code that makes for the virtues necessary for 
a nation to survive in an inclement and 
challenging world environment. 

Given such an authority, our social goals 
may not be that far removed from those 
enunciated by modern politicians: they 
should certainly include justice, compassion, 
prosperity, security — and, yes indeed, ‘care’! 
But they should also include other things, as 
I have stated earlier: things essential to our 
strength and survival as a nation. I spoke 
then of unity, discipline and cohesion. These 
desirable goals, as will be seen, involve the 
balance of rights and duties intrinsic to the 
older Conservatism but which the newer 
Conservatism scarcely ever mentions. 


Importance of community 

The other respect in which the older 
Conservatism differed radically from the 
older (and present) Liberalism was that Con- 
servatives regarded the population essen- 
tially as a community — as distinct from 
merely an aggregate of so many individuals. 
It was a community strictly graded in terms 
of social status, certainly; and here one might 
argue that the gradations were excessively 
strict. But it was a community nevertheless. 
The fortunes of the country squire were seen 
to be bound up inextricably with those of his 
tenant farmers, and theirs in turn with their 
hired labourers. This at least was the basic 
ethic of Conservatism, as expressed in the 
term noblesse oblige; that some squires and 
some others of higher social rank would 
occasionally violate the principle does not 
invalidate it as a cornerstone of the Conser- 
vative faith. At the top of this pyramid of 
mutual obligations and loyalties was the 
nation itself: a collective racial, social and 
cultural entity — a community — which all 
served, from the highest to the lowest. 

In the older Conservatism there was a 
simple yardstick by which human actions 
were judged: that which strengthened society, 
and thus the nation, was good and should be 
encouraged; that which weakened those 
things was bad and should be declared 
unacceptable. Here is where we might 
usefully look again at Mr. Duncan Smith’s 
recent proclamations. He says that his party 
must care about the poor, the dispossessed 
and the vulnerable. All very fine! But a bit 
more clarification is needed. Which poor and 
why poor? Which dispossessed and why 
dispossessed? Which vulnerable and why 
vulnerable? Let’s look at cases. 


Genuinely in need 

On the one hand there may be the case of 
the war widow whose husband lost his life in 
the service of his country. In Britain she is 
likely to be one of the worst provided for in 
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Europe. She may well be scraping out a 
miserable existence in a leaky flat on the top 
floor of a high-rise inner-city housing block, 
badly neglected by a local authority which 
prioritises its expenditure in favour of ethnic 
minorities and sundry ‘gay’ projects. The lift 
may be almost permanently out of action and 
she is far too infirm to manage the stairs. In 
effect, she is imprisoned in her depressing 
abode and relies on ftiends or welfare 
helpers to get her shopping. And even if she 
could get about a bit better than that, the 


lift himself out of his twilight life and 
become a normal responsible citizen, able to 
pay his way in the world. On the contrary, the 
responsibility, in his eyes, lies with society to 
look after him. Why does he think this way? 
It is what he has been told in a left-wing 
pamphlet that he has read, and he eagerly 
agrees with it. He is a ‘victim’. None of his 
miserable plight is his own fault! 

After he has settled with his local dealer, 
there is not enough left to pay for a decent 
regular meal, and he is going hungry. He 


SPONGING OFF BRITAIN 


This woman is one of the flood of (probably illegal) immigrants who have come here 
because they know this country to be a soft touch. Begging in the street — particularly 
with her child accompanying her — she very likely makes more in a day than many 
honest workers. The Tories should be demanding tough action against these econ- 
omic migrants, but we’ve heard little from them on the subject; no doubt Duncan 
Smith fears that that would jeopardise his appeal to the ‘bleeding-heart’ constituency. 


estate on which she lives is plagued by 
violent criminals while the law looks the 
other way, so that it simply isn’t safe to 
venture beyond her doors at any time of day 
or night. She has to watch every penny of her 
meagre pension and may sometimes go short 
of essentials in the way of food and of 
warmth in the winter months. 


Definitely not in need 

Then there is another kind of case. This is 
the youngster who enjoyed all the benefits of 
a decent education, who went to university 
and there joined the drug ‘culture’. He has 
become an addict and spends most of his 
income, whether honesty acquired or not, on 
getting his ‘fix’. He has been to jail several 
times as a result of robberies carried out to 
pay for his habit. That means that getting a 
job is somewhat harder than it would have 
been had he had a clean record. He is not too 
bothered anyway; he does not regard himself 
under any obligation to do honest work, and 
he does not have the will or the character to 


looks a wreck. As for money for rent, no 
chance! He was chucked out of his lodgings 
a long time ago and now sleeps in shop 
doorways. In the winter, cold is a constant 
companion. 

Now both these people might correctly 
be described as ‘poor’, ‘dispossessed’ and 
‘vulnerable’, but to put them in the same 
category and talk of our social ‘obligation’ to 
help them equally is sheer insanity. Yet party 
politicians feel bound to do just that — for the 
very pragmatic reason that each has a vote, 
and the votes of one and the other are worth 
just the same! 

Of course, even the likes of Jain Duncan 
Smith, if put on the spot, would not pretend 
that the claims of our elderly war widow and 
our criminal junkie are equally deserving; 
but the language in which Mr. Duncan Smith 
speaks when he croons on about the poor, the 
dispossessed and the vulnerable sends out 
this very signal: it tells us that the Tory 
leader is on the hunt for crosses on a ballot 
paper, and can think of nothing better than to 


pose as everybody’s sugar daddy. 

I would venture the view that today, for 
every case involving people like our war 
widow, there are a hundred involving those 
like our junkie — to whom I would add 
legions of so-called ‘asylum-seekers’ who 
have got into the country by one device or 
another and are milking our welfare system 
dry by way of hard-luck stories which touch 
the consciences of the bleeding hearts, while 
providing opportunities to the unscrupulous 
political agitator and careerist who feeds on 
‘problems’ and sees the condition of such 
people as a heaven-sent ‘problem’ providing 
him with a slogan and perhaps a job. Britain 
in modern times has become a gigantic 
human refuse yard demanding maintenance 
bills which leave us tragically short of the 
means to help those in genuine need where 
such cases arise. The sorting out of the 
deserving minority from the useless and 
parasitic majority seems completely beyond 
the capacity of our modern political class, 
who use the buzzwords ‘care’ and ‘compass- 
ion’ solely as ammunition in the political 
armoury and never as expressions of real 
social concern. 


Lack of real government 


We have this situation today because, in 
truth, we do not have government. Oh yes, 
we have lots of men and women going 
through the motions of government: debating 
and voting in parliament and in the council 
chambers, shuffling papers and issuing 
reports, attending meetings of committees, 
making statements to the press, forming 
focus groups, every so often (such as at 
election times) going around speaking to 
constituents and ascertaining their desires. 
But these things do not amount to govern- 
ment. Government means exercising State 
authority. It means leading. It means getting 
things done. 

Conservatives used to understand this, 
and that is what set them apart from Liberals, 
whose essential skills lay in the expression of 
pretty sentiments. And Conservatives used to 
understand something more: they under- 
stood that with government there comes 
responsibility. If a great social or economic 
sore exists within the national body, it is the 
responsibility of government to do some- 
thing about it. Conservatives recognised that, 
as President Truman said in a notice behind 
his office desk, “The buck stops here!” 

Modern Conservatives take the Liberal 
view that it is not the responsibility of 
government to take a lead in such matters. 
They hide behind the fatuous concept that the 
State is not there to solve problems but to 
leave individuals to solve them themselves — 
a concept that amounts to no more than a 
cop-out from the duty of leadership, expressed 
in the equally fatuous aphorism that “a 
government governs best which governs 
least.” 

This has many aaeily symptoms. One of 


them is that government leaves virtually all 
great economic issues to be decided by ‘The 
Market’. It means that if a great industry, 
such as coal mining, shipbuilding or motor 
manufacturing, on which a whole commun- 
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ity relies for its livelihood, goes bust as a 
result of the working of ‘market forces’, 
nothing should be done to rescue it, and 
hundreds of thousands, if necessary, should 


go on the dole in order to keep faith with this 


rule. As another symptom, ‘market forces’ 
should be allowed to determine the survival 
of such a vital cultural institution as the 
British film industry — with the result that no 
such industry as we used to know it any 
longer exists, and the cinema-going and 
TV-viewing public are fed an almost non- 
stop diet of trashy movies from the United 
States which leaves our young people 
culturally Americanised (or, as some would 
claim, Judaised) and with little sense of their 
own identity or traditions. 

If we find, as we are presently finding, 
that an alarming proportion of our popu- 
lation is physically out of shape and lacking 
the energy either for productive work or 
vigorous sport and leisure, the received 
wisdom with Conservatives — today even 
more than with Labourites — is that this is all 
a matter for individuals to sort out for them- 
selves and that no firm State initiatives 
should be taken to rectify the situation. The 
result is that Britain is dangerously unfit for 
the tasks of peace or war — a condition for 
which future generations may come to curse 
us. 


No action, only drift 

These are all areas which, along ‘with 
many others, are appropriate ones for State 
action. Yet there is no action, and everything 
is allowed to drift. The drift has become an 
icon of the present-day Conservative faith. 
That terrible dragon, the State, must be kept 
out of people’s lives, and a population must 
be left to fall into decadence — if it so desires! 

Margaret Thatcher, whether apocryph- 
ally or not, was once reported as saying: 
“There’s no such thing as society; there is 


only the individual.” Though Tories have 
been trying ever since to distance their party 
from these words, Tory policy continues 
largely to echo them. Tories would be much 
better advised to take heed of the message of 


a much older spokesman of theirs, Edmund 
Burke, that... 

“Society... is to be looked upon with... 

reverence, because it is not a partnership 

in things subservient only to the gross 

animal existence of a temporary and 

perishable nature. It is a partnership in all 
science, a partnership in all art, a partner- 
ship in every virtue, and in all perfection. 

As the ends of such a partnership cannot 

be obtained in many generations, it 

becomes a partnership not only between 

those who are living and those who are 
dead, but between those who are living 
and those who are dead, and those who 

are to be born.” 

That, interestingly enough, encapsulates 
the nationalist faith. Our nation is an eternal 
spring, to be nourished by the generation of 
today just as it was by past generations — and 
for the sake of generations to come. Before 
the ‘right’ of enjoying the spring’s fruits, 
there comes the duty to defend it, nurture it 
and pass it on. This imposes upon us respon- 
sibilities of citizenship wholly alien to the 
Liberal mind, with its obsession with ‘indiv- 
idual freedom’ and its injunction to ‘eat, 
drink and enjoy’. It imposes upon us the duty 
to be fit and strong, to practise the social 
disciplines and to think and work as a team — 
to link our individual destinies with the destiny 
of our race. It requires that our people be a 
community, bound together in the service of 
something greater than themselves, with 
goals higher than mere individual greed. 

Conservatives once believed in such 
things. Some still do today, but their party 
does so no longer. And it is not sufficient 
anyway just to believe; belief must be 
accompanied by the preparedness to act — 
and when necessary to fight. 

In this article I have examined those 
things that Conservatives and nationalists 
have in common. It is in this final imperative 
that there exists the greatest difference. 
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The new black art 


LITERALLY hundreds of major British 
companies and public organisations, dealing 
in a wide range of consumer durables and 
financial and advisory services, now use 
ethnic minorities exclusively in their adverts in 
the national press. This is largely due to the 
growing (and malignant) influence exerted by 
government agencies and promotional and 
multi-media services, which are severely 
limiting the pictorial imagery of Britain avail- 
able for media circulation, largely for political 
reasons. 

Together, as part of a compact and tightly- 
knit commerce/culture/media New Elite, referred 
to in last month’s issue, they have jointly decided 
to present a new image of Britain to itself and to 
the world. These activists probably total no more 
than 300 press picture editors, advertising lay-out 
men and government publicists. Their ultimate 
aim is to brainwash the British public into 
accepting, as a fait accompli, the fact that Britain 
is now truly a ‘multi-cultural society’. 

The picture editors of the national dailies no 
longer see themselves as part of news or editorial 
teams, but as promotional/marketing types. They 
now use mainly ethnic minorities in any features 
concerning children, careers or education, and 
they do this in conjunction with the advertising 
élites (for example, the Sunday Times recently 
used a ‘Back to School’ feature in conjunction 
with the Tesco supermarket chain, showing only 
black children). 

However, there are other complex factors at 
work. Firstly, any resistance to this over-repres- 
entation of non-white racial groups is hamstrung 
by the fact that many publicity pictures on 
various subjects (like education) are available 
from photo agencies (like Photofusion, one of 
several). These agencies, and other independent 
charitable or welfare groups and other pressure 
groups dealing with ‘caring’ subjects, have photo 
libraries that are overly stocked with pictures of 
ethnic minorities. 

Further, the potential to provide more of an 
ethnic balance is stealthily undermined by 
government agencies or ministries, dealing with 
the same ‘sensitive’ issues, which supply the 
media with mainly pictures of minorities. So 
journalists needing a generic photo to illustrate a 
subject have to use what they are given. In fact, 
the government takes the lead in this regard, and 
ensures the lead is followed. Official publicat- 
ions, such as booklets and promotional leaflets, 
are chock-full of images of black people. In 
virtually every case they are shown not as minor- 
ities but as if they were part of the mainstream 
population, even as company bosses. The Inland 
Revenue, in a broadsheet advert, showed a black 
man, with the heading reading: “My staff said I 


BRITAIN 75 PER CENT NON-WHITE? 
This advert, used by Woolworths, shows two 
black kids, one Asian and one white youngster. 
Is this supposed to reflect the country’s popu- 

lation balance? 
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ANTONY MILNE shows 
_how the advertising 
industry is being used 
for the spread of multi- 
racialist propaganda 


should...” 

As has been pointed out before, only half the 
ethnic minorities living in this country (who total 
some 8 per cent) have full British passports. If 
one assumes that the two largest diasporas, those 


who are descended from the Indian sub-continent 
and those of African or Afro-Caribbean origin, 
each separately form half of the 8 per cent total, 
this means that a black man, whether seen in the 
street or in a press advert, represents only two 
per cent of the total number of British citizens. 
Hence some 98 per cent of the population are 
obliged to see, not their own image reflected in 
British adverts, but people who are totally unlike 
themselves in appearance and in nationality. It is 
rather as if the Japanese (or indeed the Africans 
in Africa) showed huge numbers of white Euro- 
pean nationals in their adverts. 

Readers of these adverts would have every 
right to ask: “What is the advertiser trying to 
say? Is he advertising goods or services, or does 
he have some other message?” 

One obvious conclusion is that advertisers 


are doing their bit to ‘combat racism’. This can 
only be meant as a joke. Their main objective is 
not to make religious or political statements, nor 
to appear ‘compassionate’, but to sell things. The 
power-élites of the multi-national corporations 
never do anything out of altruism. They are much 
more likely to be in the rip-off business than the 
compassion business. They have one aim in life: 
to maximise their profits and enhance their corp- 
orate global power. 


CONSUMER POPULATION IDEAL 

At a stretch, it might be thought that the 
promotion of ‘multi-culturalism’ perhaps suits 
those forced to trade in a forthcoming new 
borderless world order. The New Elites are 
certainly not averse to overseeing the breakdown 
of the cohesiveness of nation-states, and they 
help this along by promoting the fragmentation 
of societies into mere atomised consumers 
without allegiance to any race or nation. 

One can also understand how the multi-nat- 
ionals feel the need to promote, as an aspirational 
idea, a thoroughly racially mixed Britain. Magnet, 
the large interior furnishings company, as well as 
Furnitureland and Wickes, the home improve- 
ment centres, show, as a matter of routine, young 
black men actually living in the homes of white 
British people, even sharing kitchens with them. 
Wickes uses a bucket-shop advertising outfit in 
Manchester with the unlikely name of 
BDHTBWA, probably a corruption of some 
African name. 

However the big corporations are not so 
foolish as to not see the dangers in all this. It is a 
bit risky getting involved in complex issues of 
race and nationality to the extent that it might 
obscure any commercial message. If one sees a 
giant face of black man in a broadsheet advert, 
with only the small print of the text hinting at the 
product being sold (which has nothing to do with 
blackness), this looks like a gross failure of 
commercial judgement. 

The most obvious danger is that the service 
being offered is seen as being for the exclusive 
benefit of the tiny racial group being shown. The 
opposite paradoxical risk is that many Blacks and 
Asians do not have the high purchasing power or 
banking credentials to take advantage of the 
commercial services being offered, so the adver- 
tisers are in danger of shooting themselves in the 
foot twice over. For example, Lloyds TSB uses 
the solitary picture of a black man’s face in its 
national press adverts. The caption reads: “I 
needed far more than money when I started up in 
business.” This implies that black people are 
up-and-coming business types, whereas Blacks in 
reality are the least business-minded people in 
the country (the Chinese and Asians make far 
better role models). 


ASIAN BUSINESSES 


Even putting Asians in adverts is not a good 
promotional idea. Most successful Asian 
businessmen in Britain are outside the main 
professional and commercial networks, and they 
prefer it that way. They do not contribute to the 
wealth of the British economy as a whole, but 
circulate their earnings and profits amongst the 
Asian communities. Sarindar Singh Sahota, 


‘Chair’ of the Asian Business Forum, has 
pleaded in The Times for “more Asian politicians 
and Asian-owned media for us to get recognition 
and to have a fuller consideration in decisions 
that affect us.” 

Are, therefore, the multi-nationals prepared 
to lose money in the short run for ultimate 
longer-term gains on the assumption that the 
ethnic communities in Britain are bound to grow 
and national borders are indeed coming down 
everywhere? 

Not entirely. One reason for the growth in 
multi-cultural adverts lies in the changing nature 
of the advertising profession itself. Agencies 
have not only dwindled in size (the largest today 
employs only 310 people) but do a lot less than 
they used to. The large corporations are part of 
what are known as “media-buying specialists’. 
They used to have some say over the creative 
input into adverts, because advertising was 
embodied in much bigger promotional set-ups. 
Most of the creative content is now handled by 
the smaller bucket-shop advertisers employing 
just a handful of left-liberal arts college-educated 
youngsters who work to their own fun-loving 
cosmopolitan agenda. When a company employs 
one of these advertisers, and is presented with a 
black advert, political correctness (and probably 
fear) inhibits the media buyer from asking for 
white people to appear in the advert. 

Some corporate media buyers are aware of 
this danger, and it has not all been plain sailing. 
For example, the Lloyds TSB advert was created 
by two young ear-ring-studded white men in the 
back office of Interfocus of South Kensington, 
who clearly thought that Lloyds should do its bit 
for the good of community relations, rather than 
worry about how much business they could drum 
up. 

Halifax Building Society has also been 
lumbered with a nationally promoted half-page 
advert showing a bald-headed young black guy, 
by himself, advertising banking facilities. 
Recently, to fit in with its slogan ‘Always giving 
you extra’, it doubled the image by showing the 
same black man in the advert, twice over. This 
story board was one of several designed by 
Delaney, Lund, Knox and Warren. The ethnic 
advert was chosen, but only after some rancorous 
squabbling had taken place and the marketing 
board of Halifax was presented with a take-it-or- 
leave-it choice by someone pulling rank. 


EMBARRASSED TO REFUSE 


Many adverts are also done by ‘in-house 
marketing groups’, but again the company 
directors feel too embarrassed to turn down a 
fully black advert. For example, DFS, describing 
itself as ‘Britain’s Leading Upholstery Special- 
ists’, showed a full-page ad in South London 
newspapers with a solitary black man sitting on a 
sale-price sofa. This advert was designed ‘in- 
house’ by someone called Andrew Trofimowicz. 

Antler Homes, showing colour pictures of 
stately country houses, many clearly costing up 
to half a million, illustrated their adverts with a 
main picture showing that the typical potential 
customer was clearly not an Anglo-Celt, imply- 
ing that all these lovely Britlish homes are up for 
grabs for any foreign national who wants them. 


This advert was designed by advertisers 
Aylesworth Fleming. 

The desperation of these young advertisers in 
showing black people to be highly qualified, 
top-rank professional types, is reflected in the 
pages of New Scientist, edited by the politically 
correct Jeremy Webb. Webb, along with his 
photo editors Adam Cox and Wendy Stokes, 
now uses only black people to illustrate any 
science story about human activity. Cox gave 
approval in his journal to an advert by the 


TYPICAL MORTGAGEE? 
This advert by the Halifax Building Society 
appeared recently in The Times. 


Medical Devices Agency, specialising in ‘safe- 
guarding public health’, which was devised by 
Rileys of Bristol. But it showed only coloured 
people as its prospective employees. 

Another science-based company, Lab 
Support UK, also showed exclusively one black 
woman who was “going places with her career.” 
This advert was designed by ‘Thirtythree Ltd.’ of 
London. Eli Lilley and Co, of Basingstoke, a 
major pharmaceutical manufacturer, had an 
in-house advert done by someone called David 
Rees. The advert at the top read: ‘Innovation has 
a face...’ Out of ten faces shown under his 
heading Rees showed only two that were clearly 
European. 

The dramatic change in the demeanour of 
New Scientist, which used to be a first-rate 
science journal, shows how tiny groups of 
people, even solitary individuals, have enormous 
cultural power in shaping attitudes and values in 
Britain. Another example of the go-it-alone 
multi-culturalist is reflected in the pre-budget 


Contd. overleaf 
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report from HM Treasury, issued in November 
2001, which showed a silhouette of the British 
Isles over which was superimposed the picture of 
a mixed-race family. This, again, was designed 
in some back room by one unpreposessing little 
scruff desperate to earn his PC credentials by the 
name of David Clarke, the so-called ‘Head of the 
Treasury Publishing Unit’. 

Much of this over-representation is a subtle 
form of racism itself. It is clearly disrespectful of 
ethnic minorities. Dressing Asians in western 


garb and showing them obsessively participating 
in consumerist lifestyles does them no cultural 
favours. For example, Abbey National, on TV 
and in the press, advertised a joyful Asian 
wearing football colours, who had just bought a 
house overlooking a major league football 
ground. Asians may do a lot of things the British 
do, but very few of them attend football matches, 
least of all wear football teams’ colours! 

Ethnic minorities are clearly on the receiving 
end of pathological feelings of white guilt from 


inadequate people who have misread history and 
think that the White Man is responsible for 
much black suffering. Though disadvantaged 
people cannot suddenly be turned into profess- 
ionals and scientists overnight without the nec- 
essary qualifications, they can, through positive 
discrimination, and to boost their egos, be given 
easy media jobs like being television presenters, 
or appear in stylish up-market adverts. It’s about 
time the ethnic minorities began to realise that 
they are being taken for a ride. 


THE SILENT SLAUGHTER 


Though westerners hear about Israeli aggression in the Middle East, the 


worst excesses are almost always covered up. IAN BUCKLEY reports 


AS | write these words, the Church of 
the Nativity in Bethlehem - one of the 
holiest shrines in what used to be called 
Christendom - is under siege by tanks 
and troops, the entire area having been 
sealed off and placed under Israeli 
military control. A day earlier, the cocky 
conscripts of the Israel Defence Forces 
shot down an Italian priest. Perhaps 
they were fair and shouted out: “Drop 
that chalice” first though! 

In an earlier brutal excursion into 
Bethlehem on March 14th, an Israeli 
tank took a pot shot at the Holy Family 
Church, damaging statues and terrify- 
ing nuns and women patients in an 
adjoining church hospital. 

The official media’s routine censor- 
ship means that little news of these 
disgraceful events filters through to the 
British public — events rightly termed by 
lan Gilmour as “An affront to civilis- 
ation.” 

But the compliant staff of the liberal 
‘mainstream’ media need not worry, 
since our church leaders from the Arch 
Hypocrite of Canterbury' downwards 
are so cowed and neutered that they 
would make no protest in any case. 
Apparently, even the God squad are 
now on the side of the big battalions! 
So the silent slaughter of the Pales- 
tinians is allowed to continue. 

By the way, the percentage of 
Christians in the Holy Land of their faith 
has now dropped to just two per cent, 
an example of ‘religious cleansing’ 
surely unequalled since the days when 
‘The Wolf of the Kremlin’, Lazar Kagan- 
ovich, was going about dynamiting 
churches and cathedrals in the USSR. 

Nor are foreign clergy the only 
victims of the arrogant Israelis; Italian 
news photographer Raffaele Ciriello 
has been deliberately gunned down — 
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just for doing his job too well. 
Meanwhile, President George W. 
Bush and his quaky-voiced little acolyte 
Blair discuss an attack on the danger- 
ous rogue nation of ... Iraq! After years 
of sanctions and bombing, one 
wonders exactly what sort of threat 
lraq poses in comparison to the agg- 
ressive and well-armed state of Israel. 


Senseless policy 

Motorists might like to reflect that, 
moral considerations apart, the sense- 
less antagonising of the Arab countries 
carried on by this gruesome twosome 


‘Tolerance and diversity’ sadly missing in Jenin camp. Not many readers of the 


disposal of the Jewish lobbies in Britain 
and the USA, then we might have heard 
about the Israeli paper Vovost/, popular 
with incomers from Russia, which 
published an editorial calling for the 
castration of Palestinians. Though the 
editor of the paper was admittedly 
reprimanded, not one adverse comm- 
ent was received from readers. 

But as no such mass media access 
exists, there has not been a great deal 
of publicity either about the common 
and revolting practice of removing 
organs from the Palestinian youths shot 
dead by the Israeli Army for sale on the 


western press saw this picture. 


empties their wallets through higher 
petrol prices. 

If only the Palestinians had the 
well-oiled propaganda machines at the 


lucrative medical market. The fanatics 
of the Temple Faithful believe that the 
Palestinians will shortly vanish like 
‘dust before the wind’. 


Likewise, there were no headlines 
over the death of 10-year-old Maria 
Abu Siriya, shot by an Israeli Army 
sniper as she innocently played in her 
living room while Israeli tanks, artillery 
and gunships invaded Jenin. Nor do we 
hear much about the elderly Palestinian 
women who have their doors battered 
down while the orders are barked: 
“Leave your home - the bulldozers are 
outside!” 

One wonders if an Arab Spielberg 
will soon be making moving, tear- 
jerking films about these very real 
events, or if these details will go down 
in the textbooks of the National Curric- 
ulum, to be spoon-fed to children. Will 
Maria Abu Siriya have plays or books 
written about her, and her house, like 
that of Anne Frank, become a pilgrim- 
age site half a century hence? Perhaps 
not! 


Not ‘anti-Semitism’ 

Some outside our movement might 
suggest that this article is merely an 
expression of ‘anti-Semitism’. It is, in 
fact, nothing of the kind, for in all of my 
writings | have been careful to distin- 
guish between ordinary law-abiding 
Jews and the NWO power-addicts and 
money thugs of every race — including a 
large number of our own Anglo-Celtic 
folk. Additionally, if you want to under- 
stand the nature of the Beast, the 
works of Benjamin Freedman, Arthur 
Koestler and Noam Chomsky — all 
Jewish - are as good a place to start as 
any. 

Another dissident, Israel Shamir 
(not to be confused with former Israeli 
premier Yitzhak), thinks that the Israeli 
treatment of the Palestinians is far 
harsher than that meted out to his own 
people by the Germans in 1938. This 
view had been confirmed by the new 
book Hitler’s Jewish Army, by Bryan 
Mark Rigg. Professor Rigg details the 
stories of some of the thousands of 
part- and full-Jews who served in the 
armies of the Third Reich. Typical was 
the case of the Wehrmacht captain 
who continued to practise Judaism 
while on active service! 

Let us remember, when the squeal- 
ing about Arab ‘terrorism’ begins, that 
the entire state of Israel was founded 
on terrorism — against British troops, to 
whom the perpetrators should really 
have been profoundly grateful, accord- 
ing to their own national mythos?. 

Arab towns like Ramallah may be 
ground into rubble by tanks and demo- 


Attempted media censorship! The cameraman who took this picture in the occu- 
pied territories was beaten and injured by the armed settler just afterwards. 


lition teams, but we should remember 
that extreme hatred and _ violence 
always eventually destroy the perpet- 
rator. Even by General Sharon’s own 
terms of ruthless machtpolitik such a 
policy is flawed, since it depends 
almost entirely on the flow of money 
and war materiel provided by the 
compliant legislature of the United 
States. It is doubtful if this state of 
affairs will continue for very much 
longer. 


Americans waking up? 


For many Americans — far too many 
for the comfort of the Israeli lobby — are 
beginning to grasp the obvious conclu- 
sion that had the US followed its own 
national interests, instead of those of 
Israel, the 3,000 or more of its civilians 
killed in the September 11th attacks 
would still be alive today. 

What would be the chances of 


obtaining hundreds of free tanks, 
missiles and attack helicopters from an 
America run by someone like Pat 
Buchanan, still less someone like 
William Pierce? Not too great, | would 
venture! 

The world is changing fast, and the 
wheels of history are moving again. Let 
us say to our discredited and pathetic 
‘leaders’: “No wars for the morally (and 
financially) bankrupt bandit state in the 
Middle East! Let’s put our own people 
first, and solve our numerous problems 
that you've lumbered us with!” 


’ Note to offended Anglican readers: The 
Arch Hypocrite definitely richly deserves 
this title since he has made no adverse 
comment whatever about the earlier gunn- 
ing down of a choirboy in Manger Square. 


? Every nation is entitled to a mythos, but 
it’s utterly wrong to impose it on everyone 
else, as has been attempted with ‘Holo- 
caust Day’. 
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MANY complaints are being aired about the Health Service 
in the UK at the present time, and mostly they are about 
quality of care, bed shortages and shortages of nurses and 
doctors. There is no shortage of administrative staff, and 
the bureaucracy of the service is a very heavy burden. A 
quick glance at my local newspaper in Norfolk shows an 
advertisement for staff at 
our local hospital. Six jobs 
are displayed in the advert, 
one detailing ‘Nurses’ and 
the other five for admin 
staff. I think that is fairly 
typical of what is going on 
and going wrong. However, 
there is another aspect of 
the NHS that is a cause for 
alarm, and this goes right 
to the cutting edge of 
nursing and medical care: 
the massive import of 
third-world staff as both 
doctors and nurses. Why 
should we expect staff 
from hospitals in Africa, 
the West Indies and Asia 
to reflect our own culture 
and standards? How naive 
can our MPs and hospital recruitment facilities get? 

I can remember back to when I was in training as a 
nurse in the 1960s. We had a large influx of West Indian 
staff who were going to ‘save’ the NHS due to the staff 
shortages being felt right across the board. The actual 
redress at that time, and in fact now, should be to improve 
staff salaries and training conditions. However, it was and 
is cheaper and more expedient to import these foreign 
staff and paper over the cracks. The fact that the clinical 
standards of the imported staff are sometimes appalling 
does not come into the reckoning, and it is the patients 
who suffer in both the short and long term. 


Difficulties in working together 

Another factor is that our own home-trained staff are 
forced to work with these imports, and that makes the job 
less and less attractive as the alien behaviour and 
attitudes of some of the new staff make them extremely 
difficult to work with. I have, as a nurse, experienced all 
these things personally. So have many of my friends, who 
then find that job satisfaction diminishes, and the effort of 
working with colleagues 
who exhibit such low 
standards of care and 
professionalism becomes 
worrying, if not frighten- 
ing. In the case of a nurse 
highly trained in the UK 
system and of good intell- 
igence, working with a 
third-world doctor can 
sometimes be horrific — as 
one sees all one’s expect- 
ations of clinical expertise 
and patient care going 
straight out the window; 
and one is left translating 
to the patient or trying to 
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THIRD RATE 


VIVIENNE PARKER speaks from 
personal experience on the effects on 
NHS standards resulting from 
dependence on ethnic minority staff 


British hospitals once ran perfectly well with all-white 
staff, as in this picture. Standards would vastly improve 
if we returned to that practice. 


pretend that the dreadful examination or treatment meted 
out is normal and to be expected. 

Most nurses are muted concerning this situation. If 
they say anything they may be considered ‘racist’ if the 
staffis black or Asian. They could lose their jobs, be 
reported to the UKCC and get a bad reference. It’s easier 


THIRD WORLD 


to say nothing than to 
rock the boat, and so the 
state of worsening care 
and standards escalates. 
Finally, we have the situ- 
ation that we have now: 
low standards, low clin- 
ical expertise, little inno- 
vative research and 
chronic staff shortages. 
An NHS that once boasted 
excellence and a reput- 
ation envied throughout 
the world is in tatters. 
Today it warrants the 
description of ‘third world 
and third rate’. 


Horrific experiences 

My own experiences 
working with imported third-world staff are pretty horrific. 
I recall 1967, when as a second- year student nurse I was 
working in the post-natal ward of a London hospital. It 
was night duty, and three of us were in the ward: a first- 
year student, a black Jamaican midwife and myself. I was 
entrusted with the care of a lady who had an emergency 
caesarian, and was considered to carry a post-operative 
high risk of haemorrhage. Every quarter of an hour I was 
to take her blood pressure and pulse, and I did this con- 
scientiously throughout the night and all was well. I had 
promised her anxious husband and parents that I would 
take care of her; their worried faces were etched into my 
memory. At about 3 a.m. it was time for my meal break, so 
I passed the information to the midwife that the observat- 
ions were fine, and would need doing a quarter of an hour 
after I left the ward. On my return an hour later, I went 
straight to the patient and checked her pulse. It was rapid 
and thready. An inspection of the bed revealed a large 
amount of blood; my patient was bleeding badly. A glance 
at the observation chart showed that none had been taken 
in my absence. The patient was rushed back to theatre 
and given a trans- fusion. Thank God, her life was saved. 

Without discovery, the 
patient would have con- 
tinued bleeding, slipped 
into a coma and died. 
After all the drama, I 
checked the patient’s 
notes. All the observat- 
ions were now filled in; 
the qualified but idle West 
Indian nurse knew how to 
cover her back! 

Once I was working on 
a cancer ward in a major 
London hospital. We were 
very short-staffed: just 
two student nurses, then 
a qualified black Agency 


SRN arrived to take over the ward. She gave out the drugs 
whilst we two settled down the patients, giving out washes 
and night care. Lights were turned off and all was quiet. 
The Agency nurse disappeared. I looked all over for her 
but soon became too busy with patients to look any further. 

One patient was incontinent, and fresh linen was 
needed. In the linen cupboard, soundly slumbering ona 
chair, was the agency nurse! She spent the whole night 
sleeping! Several of my friends had the same experience 
with imported nurses. 

Later, more dealings with overseas staff were exper- 
ienced. I had the horrific delivery of my son in Peter- 
borough where the doctor involved was an Arab and was 
callous and rude to an unbelievable degree. I felt more like 
I had been butchered than given birth. The neglect and 
low obstetric standards compared to one’s training 
instruction were shocking. 


Neglect 

Recently I was in a private hospital in London. Most of 
the Nursing staff were from such places as the Gambia, 
Nigeria and the West Indies. I was paying £380 a day for 
my room and nursing, and mostly never saw a nurse all 
day. I was on a drip (i.v. line), and whenever it needed 
changing I rang my bell to advise the nurse. However, 
even with this the drip was allowed to run through, and so 
by the time (usually at least an hour later) the nurse 
brought the new feeder bag my i.v. line had stopped 
working. This was no problem to the nurse. She grabbed 
hold of the i.v. line and pulled it like a piece of elastic. The 
fact that this was extremely painful to me was of no 
consequence, but that sort of attitude was normal. My bed 
was not made until 7 p.m. at night or later, when I finally 
rang the bell. This would result in a lot of banging and 
crashing around the room, as this sort of effort was clearly 
resented. These overseas nurses did not know how to 
raise a drip pole or work the blood-pressure machine, and 
frequently did not bring in ordered drugs. The low 
standards were really frightening, but no one seemed to 
care. I was in the ward for a week, and it was the most 
unpleasant and depressing experience. When I left the 
hospital I detailed my complaints to the Nursing Director, 
mainly saying that the neglect and indifference of the 
nurses to patients needs was a recipe for disaster. She 
sent me a pathetic reply, and clearly as long as her 
hospital could employ nurses on the cheap all was well! I 
would never go back to that hospital again under any 
circumstances — and perhaps you thought private 
hospitals were better! 

A visit to a local hospital with my demented father-in- 
law was ghastly. We waited over an hour and a half 
beyond the appointment time, and then got to see an 
Asian doctor. He shouted at my father, waving an x-ray up 
and down. His manner was crude and insulting: no respect 
or care whatsoever for his patient. There was no apology 
for his lateness, and he told us nothing of use or interest. I 
really wondered why we had bothered to go and why the 
hospital was forced to employ such crude, ill-mannered 
and incompetent staff. The man’s English was so poor we 
could hardly understand a word he said. 

People wonder why we are so short of our own trained 
staff. With hospitals running their own budgets and 
trusts, one way they save lots of cash (which will of course 
pay for more admin staff and their perks) is by cutting 
down on training — and this applies to doctors and nurses 
alike. My niece trained as a doctor in 1991, and told me 


that one third of her course had been booted out of 
training purely to save money. These were all dedicated 
young people who had the A-levels to commence medical 
school. At the same time, many health trusts were selling 
off nurses’ homes and accommodation, and drastically 
cutting nurse training. They saved money at the time, but 
we are paying very dearly for their short-sightedness now. 


Decisions by lay people 

Administrative decisions about staffing and quality of 
staff are being dealt with by lay persons: non-doctors and 
non-nurses. They simply do not have the skills to under- 
stand high standards and low standards. They seem to 
think that all nurses and all doctors are the same. Maybe 
they will wake up one day and realise that the reason why 
standards are so good in France and Germany is because 
the hospitals in these countries are mainly staffed by their 
own nationals and not imported third-world personnel. 

There are pockets of excellence in the NHS; no prizes for 
guessing who the staff are! However, until graduate 
doctors and nurses are paid a proper market rate for the 
job and training is made easier, things will not improve. 

My own daughter is currently training to be a doctor in 
London. This is her first year, and it has cost us a huge 
amount of money. On top of her housing, utilities, food 
and clothes, there are specialist books, and £1,075 tuition 
fees to the Government. We can afford to support her, but 
another would-be medic without well-off parents would 
need to borrow about £12,000 per annum at least to stay 
the three-year course. Quite a burden for a newly qualified 
doc, so who can blame them for leaving the NHS and 
finding lucrative work wherever? 

The problems in the NHS are not simple, but we are not 
going to resolve them by importing more and more third- 
world staff. I wonder if the NHS bureaucrats ever ask 
themselves why we do not get American, French and 
German doctors hot-footing it to the UK to work, and why 
only those from Asia and Africa find it so attractive? These 
are questions they do not want to face, but are happy for 
poor-quality, callous, unskilled, uncaring third-world 
staff to be foisted onto a public who are increasingly 
confused and despairing about the lousy care at their 
local hospitals, and the shortage of beds and sympathy. 
There will be no improvement until we ensure that we are 
training adequate numbers of our own nationals, and rate 
quality of personnel over a quick, cheap fix. 

Our schools and universities produce many fine students 
who will make excellent doctors and nurses. They need 
support and help to complete their training, and then 
expect competitive salaries when they qualify. If a good 
training programme is put in practice, in a few years we 
will have ample staff to serve the NHS and make the service 
a proud institution and attractive work place. Failure to 
do this will continue to make us, our NHS and reputation 
in medical care the sick man of Europe - a lesson on what 
to avoid and how not to run a health service. 

I would like to see the NHS a showplace for British 
enterprise and expertise: a leader in research and 
advanced medical practice. This could happen with the 
right planning and use of our own innovative, highly 
intelligent indigenous people. We have a great deal to be 
proud of in being British, as all patriots know, so let’s 
make the NHS something special - somewhere attractive 
to work, with a reputation for excellence. 


Mrs. Vivienne Parker is an SRN, HV. Cert, Obst. Cert., JBCNS 
940 (Care of the Elderly) and a Lecturer in Further Education. 
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The following article, slightly 
abridged, first appeared in On 
Target, published by the Canadian 
Intelligence Service, Box 338, Flesh- 
erton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada, 
to which we owe acknowledgements. 
On Target in Canada should not be 
confused with the British newsletter 
of the same name. 


THE 11th of this month (Febru- 
ary 2002. Ed.) will mark the 
beginning of the sixth month of 
our war against terrorism. We 
haven’t yet got Osama bin Laden; 
we don’t even know where he is 
or if he’s dead or alive. But in 
the search we have killed thou- 
sands of poor civilian Afghans, 
bombed their cities and infra- 
structure into rubble, and part- 
icipated in the installation of a 
militaristic régime more friendly 
to Marxism than to the West. 

And to accomplish this, with 
little more than token opposition, 
we’ve allowed our ‘free-world’ 
governments to abrogate many of 
our rights and freedoms inherent 
in our heritage. So the real costs of 
our first five months of ‘war’ 
against terrorism have been heavy, 
not even including the financial 
costs now involved. 

Against this, we need to 
examine the positive, constructive 
results of our efforts, and where 
we stand today in this battle. But 
this requires more background 
information and insight into this 
‘war on terrorism’ we’ve become 
embroiled in. And the purpose of 

‘this article is to provide at least 
some views, insights and perspect- 
ives largely either missed or supp- 
ressed by our media and political 
powers. 


A disquieting 
view of Sept. 11th 


Last November 7th, we 
received an e-mail from a West 
Coast contact which included a 
report captioned ‘The Enemy Is 
Inside the Gates’, by US Army 
Colonel (Retired) Donn de Grand 
Pré. Following are excerpts:- 


“A dedicated group of experienced 
civilian and military pilots, including 
combat fighter pilots and commercial 
airline captains, just finished a mara- 
thon 72 hours of non-stop briefings 
and debate over the current crisis 
evolving from the use of commercial 
aircraft as cruise missiles against the 
World Trade Centre and the Pentagon 
on 11 September. 

“The so-called terrorist attack was in 
fact a superbly executed military 
operation against the United States, 
requiring the utmost professional 
military skill in command, commun- 
ications and control. It was flawless 
in timing, in the choice of selected 


Page 16 


The war on 


terrorism 


examined by RON GOSTICK 


Force officer — a veteran of over 100 
sorties over North Vietnam - ex- 
plained, ‘Those birds (commercial 
airliners) either had a crack fighter 
pilot in the left seat, or they were 


aircraft to be used as guided missiles, 
and in the co-ordinated delivery of 
those missiles to their pre-selected 
targets. 

“As a tactical military exercise 
against two significant targets (world 
financial centre and the citadel of 
world strategic military planning), the 
attack, from a psychological impact 
on the American public, equalled the 
Japanese ‘surprise’ attack on Pearl 
Harbour 7 Dec. 1941. 

“The overriding question: if we are at 
war, who is the enemy? 

“The group determined that the 
enemy is within the gates, that he has 
infiltrated into the highest policy- 
making positions at the Federal level, 
and has absolute control, not only of 
the purse strings, but of the troop 
build-up and deployment of our milit- 
ary forces, including active, reserve 
and National Guard units. 

“The 9-11 activity and horrific dest- 
ruction of US property and lives was 
intentionally meant to trigger a 
psychological and patriotic reaction 
on the part of the US citizens, which 
is paving the way for ‘combined UN 
activity’ (using the fig leaf of NATO) 
for striking key targets in both the 
Middle East/South Asia and the 
Balkans. The goal continues to be 
ultimate destruction of all national 
sovereignty and establishment of a 
global government. 


Who is the enemy? 


“Following is a summary of the 
near-unanimous views of the assem- 
bled military and civilian pilots 
concerning certain critical factors 
relating to the WTC/Pentagon hit of 
9-11: 

@ “Troubling questions arose about 
the alleged pilot-hijackers of the four 
aircraft, who were supposedly trained 
on Cessna aircraft over the past year 
at fields in Florida and Oklahoma. 
One General officer remarked: ‘I 
seriously question whether these 
novices could have located a target 
dead-on 200 miles removed from 
take-off point... - much less con- 
trolled the flight and mastered the 
intricacies of 11.FR (instrument 
flight rules) — and all accomplished in 
45 minutes.’ 


@ “The extremely skilful man- 
oeuvring of the three aircraft at near 
Mach speeds, each unerringly hitting 
their targets, was superb. As one Air 


being manoeuvered by remote 


control.’ 


@ “Another pilot warned that ‘we had 
better consider whether  electro- 
magnetic pulse or radio frequency 


across the Pacific to Australia — 
unmanned - from Edwards AF 13 in 
California to a successful landing on 
an Aussie base in South Australia. It 
flies along a pre-programmed flight 
path, but is ‘monitored’ (controlled 
remotely) by a pilot from an outside 
station. 

“He explained that the London Econ- 
omist (20 Sept. 2001) published 
comments from the former CEO of 
British Airways, Robert Ayling, who 
stated that an aircraft could be 
commandeered from the ground or 
air and controlled remotely in the 
event of a hijack. 


Commercial jets 
as guided missiles 


“An AP story, dateline Brussels - 7 
Oct. 01 - ‘At Washington’s request, 
NATO will soon deploy surveillance 
aircraft for anti-terrorist operations in 
the United States in response to the 
attacks on New York and Washing- 
ton, NATO officials said Sunday, an 


Scene of devastation after the World Trade Centre attack. Do the 


official explanations of what happened square with the facts? 


weapons were used from a command 
and control platform hovering over 
the Eastern Seaboard... I’m talkin’ 
AWACS.’ 


@ “Another comment: ‘If there were 
an AWACS on station over the 
targeted area, did it have a Global 
Hawk capability? I mean, could it 
convert the commercial jets to robotic 
flying missiles?’ 

@ “A hotly debated question: Who 
would be in command of such an 
Airborne Warning and Control 
System (AWACS)? Were they Chinese 
— Russians - Saudis - Israelis - 
NATO? All of these countries 
possess AWACS-type aircraft. All 
(except the Saudis) have the cap- 
ability to utilize electro-magnetic 
pulsing (EMP) to knock out on-board 
flight controls and communications of 
targeted air- craft, and then, to fly 
them by remote control. 


@ “One of the Air Force officers 
explained that we had already flown a 
robot plane the size of a Boeing 737 


unprecedented use of foreign military 
forces to defend the U.S. homeland.’ 
“The assembled group of pilots 
debated why we would ask for 
foreign forces to fly AWACS over 
our sovereign territory when we have 
a fleet of 33 of them, of which 28 are 
stationed in Oklahoma. The debate 
also centered on whether such NATO 
surveillance aircraft were already 
here prior to 11 September. 

“Could one of them have comm- 
andeered the four airliners? 

“There seems to be wide discrep- 
ancies between what the Federal 
government is proclaiming - and 
their media moguls reporting - as 
opposed to the calm and reasoned and 
rational views of those men who fly 
the planes and defend the nation 
against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic. 

“This writer has been a general 
aviation pilot since 1946. I have 
flown a variety of single-engine prop 
aircraft since, and installed an FAA- 
approved airstrip here on my farm in 


. 


1980. Two local pilots periodically 
joined me for short hops; one a 
Madison County lawyer, a graduate 
of the Air Force Academy, who flew 
for the Air Force before coming 
home to practice law. 

“The other, Kent Hill, who lives with 
his wife, Carol, on a farm close to 
mine, is an American Airlines 
captain assigned to the European 
route. He was a lifelong friend of 
‘Chic’ Burlingame. They were grad- 
uates of the Naval Academy and flew 
F-4 Phantoms in Vietnam. Both left 
the Navy 28 years ago and joined 
American Airlines. Both planned to 
retire in 2002. Chic was the captain 
of AA flight 77, a Boeing 757, which 
departed Washington Dulles for Los 
Angeles at 8:10 a.m. on 11 Septem- 
ber, with 58 passengers and a crew of 
6. Flight 77 crashed into the Pentagon 
at 9:41 a.m. (sic: 8:41 a.m.?). 

“ ‘We were totally trained on the old 
type of hijack,’ Capt. Hill said, 
‘where you treat the hijacker cord- 
ially, punch a 4-digit code into your 
transponder to alert ground control 
you’re being hijacked, and then get 
him where he wants to go, set the 
plane safely on the ground and let 
them deal with it on the ground. 
However, this is a totally new situ- 
ation... Not one of the planes alerted 
ground control that they were being 
hijacked.’ How come? 

“ ‘The fact is, all the transponders 
were turned off on the doomed flights 
virtually at the same time.’ Look at 
their departure times - two from 
Logan (Boston), one from Newark, 
another from Dulles (Washington 
DC) - all between 8 a.m. and 8.15. 

“ ‘Shortly after climb-out to flight 
level, their transponders are de-activ- 
ated... (they are no longer a blip on 
the radar screens). This is something 
that really needs to be looked into. 
The only reason we turn them off is 
so they don’t interfere with ground 
systems when we land...’ 

“Although there is much talk among 
the various flight crews, Hill says 
they are not privy to any of the 
investigations into the events of 11 
September. ‘We’re in the dark — very 
much so... They’re playing it pretty 
tight to the vest.’ 

“He is convinced none of the pilots 
had control of their aircraft when 
they were flown into the World Trade 
Center and the Pentagon. The ques- 
tion then becomes, who was really in 
control? 

“ “Even if I had a gun at my head, I’d 
never fly a plane into a building. I’d 
try to put it in anywhere - a field or 
river — and I’d be scaring the hell out 
of them (the hijackers) by flying 
upside down first,’ Hill said. 

“Tn fact, the pilot has the best weapon 
in his hand when threatened with 
imminent death by a hijacker, namely 
the airplane. 

“Another airline pilot stated: ‘On 
hearing a major scuffle in the cabin, 
the pilot should have inverted the 
aircraft and the hijackers end up with 


broken necks.’ 

“That none of the four pilots 
executed such a manoeuvre points 
toward the fact that none of them had 
control of their aircraft, but had been 
overridden by an outside force, 
which was flying them by remote 
control. 

“As an old and not so bold pilot, I 
became more convinced that the four 
commercial jets were choreographed 
by a ‘conductor’ from a central 
source, namely, an airborne warning 
and control system (AWACS). They 
have the electronic capability to 
engage several aircraft simultan- 
eously, knock out their on-board 
flight controls by EMP (electro-mag- 
netic pulsing) and assume command 
and remote control of these targeted 


Sea, whose strategic position in 
relation to Russia and China and 
whose largely untapped fossil fuels 
are of crucial interest to the 
Americans. In 1998, Dick Cheney 
told oil industry executives: ‘I cannot 
think of a time when we have had a 
region emerge as suddenly to become 
as strategically significant as the 
Caspian.’ ” 


QO) A Sept. 30, 2001 e-mail we 
received, reads, in part:- 


“United Press International of Sept- 
ember 19, 2001 put a snake on the 
table in an abstract titled: “Insider 
notes from United Press International 
for Sept. 19, 2001:- 

“ ‘Now we know why Washington 
was so quick to propose a global 


“The public indeed deserves nothing less than 
the truth. To date, these views and inform- 
ation have been pretty well suppressed. ” 


aircraft. 

“As we consider all the options — and 
enemies - who performed this act of 
war, whether from China, Russia, an 
Islamic country, or from NATO, we 
must also consider that the enemy 
may be within the gates. 

“If so, then we are dealing with high 
treason...” 

Let me stress that I’m in no 
position to vouch for the validity 
of views and statements put forward 
in the foregoing excerpts. But in 
as much as they are the considered 
views and perspective of a group 
of experienced and knowledge- 
able American pilots, they deserve 
to be expressed and thoroughly 
investigated. The public indeed 
deserves nothing less than the 
truth. To date, these views and 
information have been pretty well 
suppressed. 


Other Significant Excerpts 


QO) Nov. 30, 2001 e-mail carried 
a New Statesman’s Nov. 26 report 
by John Pilger captioned “The 
truths they never tell us’. Follow- 
ing is an excerpt:- 
“The twin towers attacks provided 
Bush’s Washington with both a 
trigger and a remarkable coincid- 
ence. Pakistan’s former foreign 
minister, Niaz Naik, has revealed 
that he was told by senior American 
officials in mid-July that military 
action against Afghanistan would go 
ahead by the middle of October. The 
US secretary of state, Colin Powell, 
was then travelling in Central Asia, 
already gathering support for an 
anti-Afghanistan war ‘coalition’. For 
Washington, the real problem with 
the Taliban was not human rights; 
these were irrelevant. The Taliban 
régime simply did not have total 
control of Afghanistan: a fact that 
deterred investors from financing oil 
and gas pipelines from the Caspian 


anti-terror coalition. A detailed plan 
for such an effort was already on the 
desk of the national security adviser, 
Condoleeza Rice, courtesy of her 
Israeli counterpart, Uzi Dayan, who 
was in Washington two weeks ago. 

“ ‘Dayan proposed a special centre to 
tackle global terrorism and the prolif- 
eration of weapons of mass dest- 
ruction or WMD, to be based in and 
headed by the United States. Dayan 
said the centre’s members should 
include the five permanent members 
of the UN Security Council - the 
United States, Russia, China, Britain 
and France. He advised that India, 
Canada, Israel and Germany also be 
part of the special center.’ 

“Please note: General Dayan presen- 
ted his detailed plan two weeks 
before the attack on the WTC/ 
Pentagon. What do we have here? A 
clairvoyant?” 


© It has been revealed that US 
authorities have uncovered a 
massive Israeli espionage ring in 
America, which has resulted in 
over a hundred arrests. This infor- 
mation is being suppressed by the 
major media networks - under 
government pressure. 


Oj Likewise, information is now 
out that the Mossad (the Israeli 
intelligence agency operators) 
seemed to have known in advance 
of an imminent strike against New 
York. And by strange coincidence 
the Israeli PM’s planned trip to 
America for that September 11th 
week was cancelled at the last 
minute! Also, certain airline stocks 
and others that would be adversely 
affected by a terrorist attack per- 
formed some astonishingly strange 
and bizarre gymnastics in the days 
just before September 11! Some 
‘insiders’ obviously knew some- 
thing was imminent. 


Space constraints preclude 


further discussion of the aspect of 
foreign espionage involvement in 
this September 11th terrorist attack. 
But we’ll try to get back to this 
subject next month. 


Back to the $64 questions 

There are really two abso- 
lutely essential questions to con- 
sider and answer, if a major world 
war is to be avoided and genuine 
peace given a chance: 


1. Who stands to gain from 
all-out war against the Islamic 
world? 


2. Why is there such intense 
anger against the United States 
that men would give their lives to 
terrorise Americans? 


Addressing the first question, 
Israel is possibly the only state 
that stands to gain from US war on 
the Moslem world. Every country 
Israeli leaders and Zionist advis- 
ors in Washington are urging 
President Bush to attack are 
enemies of Israel. 

Addressing __ the second 
question: Since 1964, in just 38 
years the US has invaded and 
engaged in war in no less than five 
countries -- Vietnam, Somalia, 
Iraq, Yugoslavia, and now Afghan- 
istan - and is now threatening 
further invasions. And just for 
good measure, it has been bomb- 
ing Iraq off and on for the past 
several years, as well as dropping 
a few bombs on two or three 
‘recalcitrant’ sovereign _ third- 
world states. The US stationed its 
army and air force in Saudi Arabia 
during its war against Iraq, and 
today, ten years later, has not yet 
withdrawn them! And even more 
insulting and insufferable to the 
Islamic world, Washington played 
a key role in support of the Zionist 
invasion and conquest of the Pales- 
tinians’ homeland, and continues 
financing and supplying arms to 
the Israelis to this very day. 

Result: Many third-world nat- 
ionals, especially of Islamic coun- 
tries, are very, very angry with 
the US. This, indeed, is the 
answer to the $64 question, which 
neither Washington nor the North 
American media care to acknow- 
ledge. Yet, it is the key to genuine 
and lasting peace and future world 
security. 

Concluding: Terrorists and 
assassins must be hunted down 
and either killed or incarcerated. 
But that doesn’t win the peace. It 
simply opens the opportunity to 
begin working out a lasting peace. 
And that won’t be built on bombs 
and missiles, but on respect, com- 
passion, charity and understand- 
ing and help. 
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BRITISH PEOPLE have for a long time 
been lectured by their political masters 
that large-scale resettlement of foreign 
and non-white Commonwealth immig- 
rants is inhumane, barbaric and, not least, 
logistically impossible. Those who have 
fallen for this propaganda would be well- 
advised to read a new book that has 
recently appeared. It is Microcosm: Port- 
rait of a Central European City, and its 
author is Norman Davies. 


The city is Berlin, and the focus of the 
book is upon the dark days there in 1945, 
as Germany was being crushed between 
the armies of the Soviet Union and the 
western allies. In the case of the German 
capital, it was of course the former who 
got there first — aided by the decision of 
western allied commander Dwight D. 
Eisenhower to reject an attack plan 
suggested by Field Marshal Montgomery 
which could well have resulted in British 
and American troops beating them to it. 

Davies’ book was the subject of a 
revealing article by the author himself in 
The Sunday Times News Review of April 
7th, which exposed certain truths well 
known to connoisseurs of World War II 
history but hitherto concealed from the 
public as a whole. The article was titled 
‘Europe’s forgotten war crime’, and pre- 
faced by the statement that: “Millions of 
Germans were expelled from Eastern 
Europe at the end of the war in a huge 
exercise in ethnic cleansing that until now 
has been hidden from history...” Said 
Davies:- 


“There can be no doubt... that the 
largest single act of ethnic cleansing in 
European history was carried out at the 
end of the second world war with the 
full approval of the western powers. 
“At the Potsdam conference of 1945, 
Britain and America did not hesitate to 
support the inter-allied plan for clearing 
the entire German population from 
lands earmarked for Poland, Czecho- 
slovakia, Hungary or Romania.” 


The writer continued:- 


a“ 


‘National self-determination’ was 
intended to reward nations that had 
supported the allied cause. They (sic) 
were not on offer for the benefit of the 
Germans, Austrians or Hungarians who 
had fought on the wrong side. 

“As a result, the forcible expulsion of 
all Germans from Eastern Europe, which 
proceeded in stages from 1945 to 
1947, assumed colossal proportions. 
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“The exact numbers are disputed. Yet 
by 1948 the total number of Germans 
who had disappeared from their pre- 
war homes in the East approached 16 
million. 

“Official sources in Germany prefer 
figures of 12 million expelled and 1 
million to 2 million casualties...” 


The Germans were not the only ones 
to suffer; many Poles were victims of the 
same process. In compensation for their 
being uprooted from Eastern Polish areas 


annexed by the Soviet Union, they were 
given lands that had previously been 
German. Poland was, in effect, picked up 
and moved a hundred or so miles west- 
wards, though becoming smaller, overall, 
than it had been in 1939. The former 
German city of Breslau was cleared of 
Germans and settled mainly by Poles, 
thereupon becoming ‘Wroclaw’. Stettin, 
subject to the same process, was renamed 
‘Szczecin’, and so on. 


Germans ‘punished’ 


Davies makes clear that this operation, 
wholly unacceptable to ‘liberal’ opinion 
when it affected most other nations, was 


RED ARMY TROOPS BATTLE FOR BERLIN 
In their wake came the rape and dismem- 
berment of Germany 


KICKED OUT OF THEIR OWN COUNTRY 


regarded as being justified when the 
victims were Germans. The difference? 
Well, they had lost the war and had to be 
punished! Of course, had the Germans 
won the war and attempted a similar 
process of ethnic cleansing with defeated 
populations, that would have been a ‘war 
crime’. Liberal opinion bows to no-one in 
its expertise in the art of hypocrisy. 

The Germans complied with this 
massive uprooting process because they 
had no choice. There just were not any 
international pressure groups to argue 
their case. In addition, said Davies:- 

“It is not hard to understand why 

post-war Germans were reluctant to 

discuss, let alone complain about, 
these terrible events. Denazification 
schemes and allied re-education pro- 
grammes insisted that Germans should 

be made aware not only of their acqui- 

escence in Nazi crimes but also of the 

rightness of the allied cause.” 

In other words, we’re the good guys 
and you’re the bad guys, and that justifies 
everything! 

Davies continued:- 

“The exercise was not psychologically 

compatible with alternative scenarios 

in which Germans figured prominently 

among the victims. Criticism of the 

Soviet Union, in particular, was so 

reminiscent of Nazi propaganda, which 

had shamelessly played on ‘the Bol- 
shevik threat’, that critics could easily 

be denounced as neo-fascist extrem- 

ists. In a moral climate of overwhelm- 

ing guilt and disorientation, most 

Germans learnt to suppress their 

feelings and to avoid sensitive sub- 

jects. 

“Hence it is only now at the start of the 

21st century that their story can 

properly be told...” 


Mass rape of women 


The expulsions of these millions of 
Germans from their homelands, while 
given a quasi-legal status by the 
decisions of Potsdam, were accompanied 
— and indeed preceded - by rape of their 
women by the soldiers of the Red Army 
on an unprecedented scale. This is now 
being acknowledged in a number of new 
books and newspaper articles — in one 
case drawing an indignant retort from the 
Russian ambassador in London denying it 
ever happened. This is a quite under- 
standable reaction prompted by a patriot- 
ism and national pride sadly lacking in 
most present-day British diplomats. How- 
ever, it flies in the face of a vast array of 
factual evidence. Stalin had indeed 
encouraged his conquering troops to take 
German women as they pleased as part of 
the spoils of victory (German military 
personnel in the occupied lands, on the 
other hand, were strictly enjoined not to 
engage in sexual assaults of local women 


| 


and were promptly shot if they dis- 
obeyed). Said Davies:- 


“Its (the Red Army’s) policy was to 
shoot all German men and rape all 
females irrespective of nationality. 
NKVD (Soviet police) officials raised 
the alarm in Moscow, reporting that 
the Red Army’s men were gang-raping 
Russian women whom they had just 
liberated from Nazi camps.” 


In other words, open season on 
Germans and other foreigners but not on 
one’s own women! This, of course, was 
all played down at the time and for many 
years afterwards. 


Principles pushed to background 


Of all this ethnic cleansing, including 
that of the Poles, Davies protests:- 


“Surely more could have been ex- 
pected of the western democracies 
that were busy proclaiming that the 
war had been fought for freedom and 
justice? At the same time, western 
leaders were putting their names to 
documents that threw some of their 
allies, such as the Poles, to the wolves 
and which laid the defeated enemy 
open to unbridled revenge. Few people 
objected to the vile contention that all 
Germans, innocent or guilty, should 
pay for Nazi crimes. Such was the 
demonisation of Germany and such the 
blind admiration for ‘Uncle Joe’, 
whose armies had performed so hero- 
ically, that all our more serious 
principles were pushed into the back- 
ground.” 


Of course, as the better informed have 
known for a long time, World war Il in 
reality had little to do with ‘principles’ and 
everything to do with questions of power. 
Had there been, from the British point of 
view, some concrete power-objective in 


The Potsdam conference at which millions of Germans were dispossessed. Churchill 


(with cigar) and foreign minister Eden are on opposite side of table in centre. 


the whole business, an objective con- 
cerned with the defence or furtherance of 
vital British interests, all the criminal acts 
arising out of the war and the hatreds 
engendered in it might — the rape apart — 
have some slender rationale in the way of 
realpolitik. That could certainly be said in 
the Russians’ case, but not at all in our 
own. The war impoverished us, bank- 
rupted us and resulted in the catastrophic 
diminution of our status among the 
nations. And at the end of it all, its pros- 
ecutors could not even lay solid claim to 
the moral high ground — not at least now, 
when the smoke of wartime and post-war 
propaganda has cleared and the light of 
truth is shining through. 


Terrible things were done in and after 
World War II — by both sides and with 
people on both sides as victims. Let’s not 
go on deluding ourselves that all the crimes 
were committed by one side, for the over- 
whelming weight of evidence refutes it. 

And after Britain’s complicity in a 
huge process of forced resettlement — 
resettlement, moreover, of people from 
their own homelands, homelands whose 
soil their ancestors had tilled for centuries 
— let us hear no more nonsense about it 
being ‘inhumane’, least of all impossible, 
to repatriate from our own country popu- 
lations of comparatively recent arrival, who 
came of their own free choice and about 
whose landing here we have never been 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


THE LANDLORD of a new pub about to 
open in Wood Green, North London, put in 
an application to the local authority (Labour) 
planning department for the pub to be called 
‘The Nelson’ — in honour, he said, of Nelson 
Mandela. Unsurprisingly, the application was 
granted. 

There were red faces on the council a short 
while afterwards when the pub’s sign went up 
and it showed the victor of Trafalgar! 

Vay one Ue: 


A MAN who suffered when at school because 
no-one spotted his dyslexia has been awarded 
more than £50,000 compensation. Robin 
Johnson, of Bramhall, Stockport, scooped up 
£52,500 after a court decided that Stockport 
Council should take the blame for his learning 
difficulties. 


* * * 


EDUCATION MINISTER Margaret Hodge has 
announced that Britain’s top universities should 
discriminate in favour of students from state 

schools and ‘disadvantaged’ backgrounds when 
granting university places — even if the students’ 


qualifications are inferior to those of applicants 
from public schools and more affluent back- 
grounds. This, apparently, is the Government’s 
idea of how to deal with the lowered standards of 
British education! 


* * * 


A PARENT in the London suburbs found her 
nine-year-old son coming home from school 
one day proudly telling her he had learned the 
(Black) South African national anthem. The 
parent asked the boy if he knew the British 
national anthem. “What’s that?” he replied. 

“You know, God Save the Queen,” the 
mother said, singing the first verse to jog his 
memory. “No, never heard of that,” the boy 
retorted. 

This story was sent to the Daily Mail and 
printed on the 24th March. 


* * * 


THE BOROUGH COUNCIL in Bury, Lancs., 
recently announced that it had engaged more 
than 100 staff to be trained to deal with com- 
plaints by local residents. Complaints about 
dirty streets, unreliable refuse collection 


services, poor maintenance of council houses 
and flats, inadequate social services for the 
elderly? No, complaints about ‘racism’. 

The man heading this special department, 
enjoying the grand title of ‘community safety 
manager’, is Mr. Mohammed Ayub. 


* * * 


AN ELDERLY GOLFER, Thelma Woodbridge 
(66) fell and injured her shoulder on a water- 
logged green at her council-run course in Ports- 
mouth. She made a complaint to the City 
Council, which had closed other holes due to 
poor conditions but not this one. In return she 
was sent a questionnaire asking her what was her 
ethnic origin. 

* * * 


JIMMY YEOMANS, an instructor in Essex 
Fire Service, got into terrible trouble with his 
bosses after he refused to pass a female 
recruit in a test for the service. The recruit, 
one Katy Allen, failed a vital part of the test 
involving the use of breathing apparatus. This 
did not meet the approval of the fire chiefs, 
who had undertaken to fulfill a certain quota 
of women firefighters regardless of ability and 
qualification. Miss Allen took the fire service 
to court and won £15,000 for ‘sex discrimin- 
ation’. Mr. Yeomans was forced to resign. 
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GRIFFIN SPEAKS AT BEXLEY 


BNP chairman Nick Griffin was the guest 
speaker at the Bexley branch meeting held 
on Tuesday, the 26th March. The meeting 
was chaired by Bexley organiser James 
Seedon, who introduced Mr. Griffin. 

The main focus of Mr. Griffin’s speech 
was the local authority elections scheduled 
for the 2nd May. He spoke of the excellent 
canvass returns in the Oldham target wards 
and his hope of winning some seats. He 
went on to say that the party was growing at 
an unprecedented rate but that, due to its 
success, at least two media outlets were 
working on smear stories, possibly to be 
published before election day. 

The meeting was attended by approx- 
imately 45 people, drawn from all corners 
of London and a few from further afield. 

Mr. Griffin continued his address by 
telling those assembled that the Labour 
Party feared the BNP’s potential and that 
large sections of the electorate were 


Last month we published the above photo of our revered prime minister, and 


disaffected with the old order. He then 
informed the audience of the situation in 
Tipton, in the West Midlands, where one 
sitting Labour councillor is related to two of 
the Islamic terrorists being held in Cuba by 
US forces. 

The second part of Mr. Griffin’s speech 
concerned the new European Union laws 
being planned, whereby a British subject 
could be extradited to another member state 
for the crime of ‘racism and xenophopbia’. 
He also mentioned the sinister plan of the 
EU to split England into separate regions so 
as to erode further our sense of nationhood. 

Colin Smith, one of the local North End 
ward candidates, then spoke briefly about 
the success of the Bexley election cam- 
paign. 

The meeting ended with a lively ques- 
tion-and-answer session, and all members 
left with words of encouragement from the 
party chairman. 


Competition: winning entry! 


invited readers to supply an appropriate caption. We are pleased to announce 
that there was a plentiful response. In the end we decided that the winning entry 
was the one coming from Mr. J.U. Wilhelmy, of Cromer, Norfolk. This said:- 


“Now listen!... |! mean sincerely... this year, next year, sometime...” 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine's continued survival. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a 
month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of each monthly 
issue for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be 
paid by cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank details will be supplied. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead undertakes certain other promotions, details of 


which are advertised as they occur. 
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_ We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but around 
_ the world, will rally to help us in this project. 
__ Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


NICK GRIFFIN 
Spoke of his hope of winning seats 


ILLUMINATI REVEALED 
ISBN 1 899435 56 5 


This 72-minute CD relates a 
Jewish account (by Myron Fagan) 
of the plan to create a global comm- 
unist dictatorship using the inter- 
national banking system, eventually 
to operate through the United 
Nations (Global Government), the 
World Bank, the IMF and other 
‘world’ organisations. 

Immigration and national debt are 
their weapons of national and racial 
destruction. 

Cynics and mockers of conspir- 
acy theories will be stunned to hear 
that the closing stages of the plan 
include the promotion of a global 
war against Muslims. The final 
proof? This recording is twenty 
years old. 

Everyone needs to hear this. Cost: 
£10 each inc. p&p. 

Special Introductory offer; Buy a 
second CD or have it sent to a 
friend. Cost: £17 the two inc. p&p 

Order from:- 

Identity Mission, 221 Dorset 
House, Duke Street, Chelmsford, 
Essex CM1 1TB, Great Britain. 

Please make Cheques/POs pay- 
able to Identity Mission. Don’t 
forget to include delivery addresses. 

All profits go to the promotion of 
our racial nationalist message. 


Elevenses with 
pocket money 


Junius is always ready to 
defend the rights of public 
figures persecuted by an unfeel- 
ing media. Presently we are 
incensed by the unwonted 
criticism of ‘Lord’ Wakeham, 
who, having resigned his post 
as Chairman of the Press Com- 
plaints Commission in the wake 
of the Enron collapse, will con- 
tinue to draw his salary until 
September. Carping comment- 
ators point out that he will be 
paid £93,000 for doing nothing. 
Surely this is harsh. After all, he 
received his annual £156,000 
just for stopping by at the office 
for a strenuous morning coffee 
twice a week, and we heard no 
complaints about that! 


The power of the pen 


We feel certain that, when 
Andrew Dismore appealed to 
Hendon’s voters at the last 
General Election, he made much 
play about what he and his 
Labour Party would do for 
Britain. Never, could they have 
supposed, would he fail to mind 
his own business. But now this 
MIP has stumbled onto a fright- 
ening situation in the Edgware 
Road, where copies of Mein 
Kampf, conveniently translated 
into Arabic, are available for a 
mere tenner at the newsagents. 
As aresult, although in the 
normal way this paragon of the 
liberal left would condemn 
censorship, he is determined to 
confront the Home Secretary to 
see what can be done about the 
offending volumes. Are we then 
about to witness yet another 
‘burning of the books’? And 
surely, if there is what may 
perhaps be described as a 
surfeit of Arabs in and around 
the Edgware Road, that can 
hardly be Hitler’s fault! 


Have this one on us! 


John Major, in case you've 
forgotten, was the ineffectual 
dithering disaster the nation 
suffered under before ‘Bomber’ 
Blair took over at Number 10; 
and, while on the strength of 
Major’s record, he may well feel 
that someone is still out to get 
him, we doubt whether his 
person and possessions are at 
any greater peril than the those 
of the ordinary bloke who has a 
home, a family and his belong- 
ings to defend. The latter, of 
course, will be lucky if he sees a 
policeman a couple of times a 
year, unless he happens to 
exceed the speed limit by three 
m.p.h., or makes some remark 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


which our lunatic society judges 
to be racist. Not so with our 
John! His main residence, his 
Norfolk holiday home and his 
£3 million penthouse flat in 
Battersea are all protected out 
of public funds at a cost of 
some £1.5 million a year for 


MAJOR 
Who’s bothered about him? 


round-the-clock police surveill- 
ance. And, unbelievably, the 
main residence is guarded by 
41 officers, including armed 
units and operational support. 
Importantly then, it is not 
merely a question of money. 
Imagine what those scarce 
manpower resources could 
achieve if they were properly 
and effectively deployed where 
they are really needed: on the 
sink estates (their word not 
ours) which begrime the image 
of our once proud British Nation. 
My folk, when will you begin to 
learn? 


A call for alms 

My neighbour has had a 
most distressing missive pushed 
through his letter box: nothing 
less than a cry for help, and 
cash, from head Tory, lain 
Duncan Smith. “It is important,” 
says IDS, “that we expose 
every failure by the Government 
to deliver. But, as | keep stress- 
ing, we can’t just be against 
things, we need to be for 
things.” Now that really is 
innovative! And, what is more, 
IDS goes on to assure us that: 
“We are ready to bring in new 
ideas from all round the world 
(sic), as part of our policy 
renewal process we will learn 
from what works. We must 
continue to build up our credib- 


ility as a real alternative, so our 
chances of winning the next 
election, become stronger every 
day.” Also, amongst several 
other astounding revelations, 
we learn that the Lib Dems “do 
not always practice what they 
preach.” Good heavens! Has 
someone else rumbled Mr. 
Kennedy? 

Looking at this extraordinary 
document as a whole, we would 
suspect that both grammar and 
punctuation were provided by 
that one eighth part of IDS that 
is said to be Japanese. How- 
ever, our main concern is that 
some gullible folk will swallow 
this garbage and actually part 
with their money. 


No sex please, 


were Arabs 

When asked why the West 
must topple Saddam Hussein, 
Foreign Secretary Jack Straw 
first came up with Iraq's alleged 
development and stockpiling of 
weapons of mass destruction. 
Pressed as to some other reason 
for starting a third world war, 
Mr. Straw, adopting that pious 
facial expression that we have 
all come to admire, referred to 
Saddam’s inhuman treatment 
of his own folk and, in particu- 
lar, the shooting of prostitutes. 

Now, with the sex industry 
booming all over the Western 
World, it is difficult for us to 
come to terms with the concept 
of wretched women being 
executed just for using their 
bodies to turn a swift dinar. 
And Islamic Law does, we must 
admit, exhibit all the symptoms 
of male hypocrisy gone mad. 
But surely we are not intending 
to risk the lives of our service- 
men just to bring Baghdad 
down to, or up to — according 
to your own perception of 
morality — the levels of permiss- 
iveness to be seen in London 
and New York. 


A long day 
at the shops! 

Just suppose that a good 
fairy could put an extra £25 
billion into the hands of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer 


every year. What would that 
mean? The priority might be a 
few new hospitals, and then the 
next year some decent refur- 
bished schools, followed by 
massive road improvements 
and a worthwhile rise for 
pensioners. Different folk will 
have different ideas on how it 
should be spent. We would opt 
for turning Gibraltar and the 
Falkland Islands into impreg- 
nable fortresses able to defy all 
comers. But one thing is abso- 
lutely clear. It could be available 
to us any time, because the 
quoted figure represents the 
annual cost to Britain of being in 
the European Union and paying 
the salaries of its 23,000 utterly 
superfluous civil servants. Come 
on you Brits, the farce has gone 
on long enough. We need the 
BNP to get us out and back to 
sanity. 


Lest we forget 

Twenty years ago, Argen- 
tine forces occupied the Falkland 
Islands, which are 480 miles 
north-east of Cape Horn, almost 
260 miles from the Argentine 
mainland, and absolutely 
nothing to do with Argentina. 
Their spurious claim to the 
islands is about as valid as Thai- 
land contending that it has a 
right to the Isle of Man. The 
trespassers, as we know, did 
not last long. In a bloody 
conflict, our travel-weary 
troops did what the nation 
expected of them. They kicked 
out the aggressors at a cost of 
some 250 British lives plus 
several wounded. At the time, a 
few traitorous, wicked men, 
amongst them Dennis (now 
‘Lord’) Healey, condemned the 
relief of our kith and kin, while 
most sane folk thanked God for 
the courage and determination 
of our service personnel. 

But, incredibly, over the 
past few years we have noticed 
more and more Argentine wine 
becoming available through the 
mail or in the supermarkets and 
wine stores. Globalist trade is, 
after all, not the least bit inter- 
ested in the survival of a thriving 
community comprised of British 
stock, and quite unconcerned 
that the enemy still covets and 
threatens our historic possess- 
ion. We understand that 
currently the Argentine econ- 
omy is going through a bad 
patch. Let us therefore remem- 
ber the young lives that were 
sacrificed for the Falklands and 
do our damnedest to make it 
get worse. For a start, we can 
watch out for grape variety 
Malbec and leave this muck on 
the shelves! 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: Leading the latest news is a report 
that the IRA has put a second ‘significant’ 
cache of illegal weapons into permanent(?) 
storage as a further gesture of support for 
the so-called ‘peace process’ in Ulster. We 
hear the Prime Minister, Northern Ireland 
Secretary and Irish Republican officials all 
but congratulating the IRA for its states- 
manship and insisting that this event marks 
‘a forward movement’ in the province. One 
could as well refer to the British Expedition- 
ary Force’s ‘advance’ on Dunkirk in 1940! 

The IRA has always referred to itself as 
waging an armed struggle to detach Ulster 
from the United Kingdom. So if the struggle 
is indeed in the process of disarming itself, 
we Can only conclude that the IRA is now 
assured of ‘forward movement’ without 
recourse to arms. Such assurance could 
only come from the British Government — 
SO we may regard the ‘peace process’ as a 
face-saving Whitehall euphemism for pro- 
gressive surrender of Ulster to the Irish 
Republic. 

In the liberal lexicon, ‘peace process’ 
and ‘negotiated settlement’ are synonyms 
for surrender, and they are euphemisms for 
cowardice and treason. 

FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
Louth, Lincs. 


SIR: The American policy for fighting 
terrorism is ridiculous. Sending armies to 
the Middle East and other Third World 
areas will result in the loss of American 
lives and only fuel further Islamic hatred 
and aggression against the West. 

The disappearance of bin Laden and the 
failure to eradicate Saddam Hussein are 
examples of the futility of American policy. 
Islam and its evil message will not go away. 

The Koran tells Muslims that it is OK, 
and in fact a duty, to kill non-Muslims and 
take their lands and property. This 
message is loudly expounded by the 
Mullahs in every mosque in the world. The 
only solution to the spread of this poison is 
a policy of ex- clusion. There are 7 million 
Muslims in the USA and 2 million in the UK. 
All these should be deported back to their 
countries of origin in the interests of 
national security. We should allow no 
further trade with Islamic countries, and 
we should halt all movements of Muslims 
to the West. 

Finding non-oil-based technology is an 
important need, as it is oil alone that has 
given Islamic countries power and mobility. 
This is the only way to solve the Islamic 
threat. You cannot take on vast numbers of 
peoples in Third World countries in endless 
overseas wars. Look at the colossal costs 
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involved in the war in Afghanistan alone. 
This situation will just go on and on and 
become part and parcel of every battle 
arena that America visits around the world, 
and will involve her European allies as well. 
V.A. PARKER (Mrs.) 

Downham Market, Norfolk 


SIR: | am a reader of both Spearhead and 
Identity. However, | do not subscribe to 
/dentity to read about the views of Sikhs, 
Hindus or any other ethnic minorities which 
our treacherous politicians have inflicted 
on my country. 

Rajinder Singh is motivated entirely by 
self-interest. He isn’t singing from the 
“I’m-an-ally” hymnbook. In the 1970s and 
early 1980s the areas surrounding Heath- 
row were overrun by Sikhs and Hindus and 
their enormous families, all basking in the 
special privileges bestowed upon them by 
a series of treacherous home secretaries. 
Now Rajinder Singh’s problem is that he 
and his people, in turn, find themselves 
overrun and outbred by Muslims. 

MARY HUNT (Mrs.) 
Exmouth, Devon 


SIR: In an otherwise excellent article by 
Antony Milne (April Spearhead) | suggest a 
small correction. America was not, in fact, 
named after Amerigo Vepucci; that honour 
belongs to another. 

The long-standing assertion concerning 
the link with Vespucci — frequently repeated 
because it was initiated by a 16th century 
German cartographer - is historically in- 
correct. It was the sole prerogative of 
Royal persons to have places named after 
their Christian names, for example Alberta, 
Carolina, Maryland, Georgetown, and so 
on. In the case of commoners, the surname 
was always used: hence Hudson bay, Mel- 
bourne, Darwin, Jacksonville. Any deviation 
from this rule in the 15th and 16th centuries 
would have been regarded as /ése majesté. 

However, there is an obvious contender 
for the honour of giving his name to the 
country we call America. The expedition to 
the New World inaugurated by the 
Genoese explorers John and Sebastian 
Cabot in 1497 was managed in England by 
a Bristol merchant whose ancestors 
probably hailed from Merric in Somerset. It 
was this man who raised the money — 
personally donating the lion’s share, built 
the two ships and employed the crews. His 
name was Richard Amerric! 

PETER WILLIAMS 
Potter Heigham, Norfolk 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: This is an interesting 
story which we have not heard before. Can 
our American readers shed any light on it?) 


SIR: | must write in response to S. Whiteley 
from Manchester (letter in March issue). 
First, out of all the thousands of Taliban 
prisoners only the most evil are sent to the 
camp in Cuba where their treatment has 
been so strongly criticised. Let’s not forget 
that these men would gladly crash their 
own transport planes to kill westerners. 

| would also like to point out that an 
attack on Zionism would be total political 
suicide! With Zionists in control of the 


media, they would relish our being ‘anti- 
Semitic’ so that they could crucify us on 
TV. Nationalists in the UK have been 
attacking Zionists for years and getting 
nowhere. The majority of TV viewers have 
no idea of what a Zionist actually is, so if 
we try to tell people that Zionists are taking 
over the world that would make us a 
laughing stock. 

T. ADAIR 

Glasgow 


SIR: The incredible turn-out of members of 
the public paying their respects to the 
Queen Mother must give hope to patriots 
everywhere that there is still a great love of 
Britain and her traditions among ordinary 
people. 

Such people, when they see others 
doing what is right to sustain our traditions 
— those which the Queen Mother worked 
so hard to serve — they should surely 
support our movement. 

By the way, | did not notice many black 
faces among those queues! 

P. ELVIDGE (Mrs.) 
Gainsborough, Lincs. 


SIR: Unaccountably, the football authorities 
at Wembley have just allowed a far-out 
extremist group to hold a meeting there. 
This group acts as an apologist for some of 
the worst racially-motivated violence in the 
world. It is called the Zionist Association. 

The rally was called to give full backing 
to Ariel Sharon following the bad publicity 
over the Jenin massacre, when hundreds 
of Palestinian old men, women and 
children were buried under piles of rubble 
after days of rocket attacks. 

The audience watched a video message 
from Sharon, whose lengthy CV of murder 
and mayhem includes the massacres at 
Kibbiya, Sabra, Chatila and now Jenin. 
Incredibly (or perhaps not), a special letter 
from Tony Blair was read out at the rally. 

One wonders whether the PM’s hectic 
schedule of visits all over the world allows 
him the time to send messages to other 
religious groups, such as the Mormons or 
Plymouth Brethren. 

IAN BUCKLEY 
Prescot, Merseyside 


SIR: According to a recent BBC report, a 
special task force has been set up to tackle 
the problem of black pupils 
under-achieving in Britain’s schools. 

The pretext for this move is that black 
pupils get the worst exam results and are 
six times more likely than white pupils to 
be expelled. 

Two thousand black parents and 
teachers attended a conference in London 
in March aimed at exploring ways to 
improve the performance of black pupils. 

One of the proposals that the 
conference approved is a ‘Race Relations 
Amendment Act’, which means that all 
public bodies will have to have a written 
policy on race and equality. 

Does this mean legislation to get 
teachers to give better marks to Blacks? 
J.D. WALTON 
Coventry 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. 
NG19 6HP. Cheques/POs made payable 
to ‘Freedom Promotions’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. \llustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 

Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 


our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. Address for leaflet orders and enquiries 
is PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8& 
82ZU. 


OTHERITEMS 

Key rings 

BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 
still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 


order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


The Voice of 
Freedom 


NBOURKCOUNGHA 
TAU WORT 
PocaluoleisiacMbNracallion 

HET Tal NEC OUNCAORSTIOIRe 


Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map back- ground of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘Il stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recomm- ended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘Freedom 
Promotions’ and send to PO Box 20, Mansfield, 
Notts. NG19 6HP. 


Mousemats 
Round BNP mousemats now available at £5.00 
each. 


Anti-EU car stickers 

These 5”x3.5” stickers come in two styles 
(window or bumper). Please state which one you 
want. £1.20 each. 


PC-CDROM 

Issues 1-19 of Scorpion magazine now available 
for your PC at just £15.00. Usual orice £5.85 per 
issue, available only from Freedom Promotions. 


Freedom Promotions catalogue 

For a full list of books, badges, T-shirts, etc., 
send three first class stamps to PO Box 20, 
Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
USS$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


eee ---- 


dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 


Subscribe to 
out Identity! 


Identity is the official monthly magazine of the British National Party. 
With 16 full-colour glossy pages and a four-page merchandise insert, 
plus articles on a wide range of topics, party news and new initiatives, 
Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for oi 
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The cover price of /dentity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain Jj 
their sample copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just i 
£2.00. Please make cheques or postal orders payable to the British National 

Party, and send to PO Box 51, Oundle, PE8 6WQ i 
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FREEDOM PROMOTIONS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ANCIENT BRITAIN (James Dyer) £17.55. With 
over 130 illustrations and photographs, this book 
brings to life prehistoric Britain from the first 
occupation 450,000 years ago to the Roman 
invasion in 43 AD. A ‘must’ for enthusiasts of 
prehistoric agriculture, settlement. trade and ritual. 
1990 (rep 1995), 176pp. 

..AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, 
Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo-Saxon culture 
and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.50. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every 
aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership of the 
EU. 1987, 62pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) £ 
1.85. A strong plea for British independence from 
the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.1. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 


BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361 pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get 
into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995, xv,427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Promotions’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly if ‘Freedom Promotions’ is marked 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to our 
mail order address, which is:- 


Freedom Promotions 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 

Notts. NG19 6HP 


E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 

New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Promot- 
ions are written by many different authors holding 
a number of different political and/or religious 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with Freedom Promotions’ parent org- 
anation, the British National Party. The party’s 
mail order book service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all the contents of the books are repres- 
entative of the policies of the party. The party 
reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 

SEE DESC Sa ee SEE 


than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 


Agchur's 
BRITAID 


Excellent 
portrayal of 
life in our 
country in 
Celtic times 


(see this page) LESLIE ALCOCK 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Tuner) £10.50. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4) . 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injust- 
ices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 
ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National Party. A’must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998, 537pp. 
ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80.* An account from earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This illus- 
trated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested in 
early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 


EN ROUTE TO GLOBAL OCCUPATION (Gary H. 
Kah) £9.95. A high-ranking government liaison 
official exposes the secret agenda for One World 
that even the most sceptical observer must take 
into account. 1991, 224pp. 

ESSAY ON THE RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, 
AN (Hillaire Belloc) £4.00. * In this classic book the 
author sets out a blueprint for a healthy economy 
based on well-distributed private property. 1936, 
78pp. 

EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of Canada 
and turning that country into just another US state. 
A mirror image of the situation in Britain. 1998, 
111pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35.A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 


the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Prof. Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern science. 
A scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in Anthro- 
pology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


LOOKING FOR THE LOST GODS OF ENGLAND 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45.* Sifting through royal 
genealogy, charms, verse and various other 
sources, the authoress finds clues to the names 
and attributes of the gods and goddesses of the 
early English. 1994 (rep 2000), 64pp. 
MABINOGION (Translated by Lady Charlotte E. 
Guest) £2.90.* These 12 Welsh prose tales written 
in the Middle Ages, but thought to date back to 
the dawn of Celtic civilisation, are a masterpiece 
of European literature. They are sure to delight 
scholars, students, lovers of myth and legend and 
general readers. 1997, 209pp. 


MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.50. 
The author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of Christ- 
ianity and western civilisation. 1993, 30pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
stirring campaigns in which he has _ fought, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. 
Munro Chadwick) £ 15.40. An account of the 
origins of the Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes 
following their invasions and migrations, with 
relevant maps. 1983, 233pp. 


Wise words on 
| political strategy 
| from an Amer- 

ican author, 
equally applic- 
able to Britain 

(see this page) 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable econ- 
omic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; Paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS (Kath- 
leen Herbert) £5.45.* Shows how women played 
a major role in early English life in both peace and 
war. It relates the impressions they left in Britain 
and on the Continent, how they were recorded in 
early English chronicles and how they came alive 
in heroic verse and jest. 1997, 64pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £ 11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a pro- 
fessional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4) . 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H.B. 
Isherwood) £ 1.00. The author uses and quotes the 
Bible to defend racial separation. 1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous book, 
The Trap, and explains point by point why they are 
wrong. 1995, 203pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent rather 
than conservative strategies to defend their culture 
and values. Although it is written for Americans, 
this book contains many invaluable lessons for 
British Nationalists also. 1997, 250pp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 


involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence behind 
the subversive movements of modern times, as 
well as of the past. Its conclusions cannot be 
shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 419pp. 
SHOCKLEY ON EUGENICS AND RACE (Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £15.00. 22 of Prof. Shockley’s 
original articles on race, eugenics and dysgenic 
trends in western society. 1992, 300pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress towards 
the development of the Superman. This edition 
1969, 343pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. Written 
from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171 pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global free 
trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser to lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson! £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 


WORLD COUPD’ETAT IS PLANNED, A (Dr. Kitty 
Little) £1.25. An update and new dimension to 
Treason at Westminster, this book explains how 
the European Union is just another step towards a 
one-world state. 1997, 16pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew who 
got into a great deal of trouble with his co- 
racialists as a result of this work. 1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War Il, the creation of Israel and the relation- 
ship between communism and capitalism. One of 
the very best books for those seeking an under- 
standing of the modern world. 1992, 205pp. 
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Fine East Herts. meeting 


EAST HERTFORDSHIRE branch of the British 
National Party staged its best meeting for several 
years when Spearhead editor and BNP founder 
John Tyndall was the main guest speaker on the 
21st April. 

An audience of some 65-70 people, mostly 
local, were present when organiser and local 
election candidate John Cope opened the 
meeting. The first speaker was Bob James, who 
contrasted the big turnout of the real British 
people at the Queen Mother’s funeral with the 
alienness of so many of the areas around the 
nation’s capital. 

He was followed by John Morse, who urged 
the need not to compromise on essential nation- 


the rates for bulk-buyers. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 
British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £26.000; Air mail Europe £28.000;; Air mail 


elsewhere £34.0001. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 


for banker’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 


alist principles. 

John Tyndall, as the final speaker, spoke of the 
hysteria with which the Labour Party had reacted 
to the BNP’s local government election challenge 
and the fear that this demonstrated. He analysed 
the miserable record of Labour, saying that the 
present government was one of crooks, confid- 
ence tricksters, sleazeballs, perverts and traitors. 
Labour had helped destroy a great empire; it had 
wrecked British industry; it was busy enslaving 
Britain to Europe; and it was flooding our country 
with Third World immigrants, who had no place 
here. Everything it touched it had turned to ruin. 

Tyndall compared the situation of the indig- 
enous people of Britain with the defenders of 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 l 
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Rorke’s Drift. They had no option left but to fight; 
there was nowhere where they could run.. 

The meeting ended in great enthusiasm and an 
excellent collection raised £360. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast 
details to:- 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 
6089, London WC1N 3XX. 
Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


Read Spearhead on the Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles and 
news items from Spearhead by visit- 
ing the Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS 


BNP to contest 67 seats 


The British National Party will be con- 
testing 67 seats in the local government 
elections on May 2nd. This is a good effort, 
and praise is due to all those whose work 
have made it possible. Just as we criticised 
the party last year for contesting insufficient 
parliamentary seats in the general election, 
we commend it for an excellent challenge in 
this year’s elections for city and borough 
councils. The full list of seats to be fought, 
with the names of the candidates, is as 
follows:- 


NORTH EAST (9) 
Gateshead (Bensham): Kevin Scott; 
Gateshead (Teams): Michael Dafter; 
Gateshead (Saltwell): George Bainbridge; 
Sunderland (Townend Farm): John Martin; 
Sunderland (Hendon): David Guynan; 
Sunderland (Silksworth): David Rogers; 
Sunderland (Thorneyclose): Joseph 
Dobbie; Sunderland (Southwick): Alan 
Brettwood; Sunderland (Fullwell): Joseph 
Dobbie (not same as for Thorneyclose). 


YORKSHIRE (7) 

Leeds (Harehills): Mark Collett; Bradford 
(Eccleshill): Arthur Bentley; Doncaster 
(Stainforth): David Owens; Kirklees 
(Dewsbury East): Suzy Claire Bastow; 
Kirklees (Dewsbury West): David Mitchell; 
Kirklees (Thornhill): Nick Cass; Kirklees 


(Batley West): Johnathan Pygott. 


NORTH WEST (21) 

Burnley (Bank Hall): Joan Dewhurst; 
Burnley (Brunshaw): Simon Bennett; 
Burnley (Cliviger with Worsthorne): 
David Edwards; Burnley (Coal Clough 
and Deerplay): Len Starr; Burnley 
(Gannow): Terry Grogan; Burnley (Lane- 
head): Sarah Sherburn; Burnley (Queens- 
gate): David Haworth; Burnley (Rosegrove 
with Lowerhouse): Carol Hughes; Burnley 
(Rosehill with Burnley Wood): James 
Cowell; Burnley (Trinity): Mark Terrell; 
Burnley (Whittlefield/Ightenhill): Mark 
Vickers; Burnley (Hapton-with-Park): 
John Kenyon; Burnley (Gawthorpe): 
Andrew Kenyon; Oldham (Alexandra): 
William Lockett; Oldham (Chadderton 
South): Stewart Fullard; Oldham (Hollin- 
wood): Michael Treacy; Oldham (Royton 
North): Darren Dobson; Oldham (St. 
James): Roy Goodwin; Wigan (Abram): 
Dennis Shambley; Liverpool (St. Marys): 
Raymond Malone; Sefton (Norwood): 
Michael McDermott. 


EAST MIDLANDS (1) 
Leicester (Eyres Monsell): Edward Scott 
(by-election). 


WEST MIDLANDS (5) 
Dudley (Castle & Priory): Simon Darby; 
Sandwell (Princes End): John Salvage; 


Sandwell (Tipton Green): Kenneth Salvage; 
Birmingham (Weoley): Lee Windridge; 
Stoke (Fenton Green): Steve Batkin. 


LONDON (22) 

Tower Hamlets (Bethnal Green North): 
William Wren; Tower Hamlets (Millwall): 
Gordon Callow; Newham (Beckton): 
Margaret Stones; Newham (Canning 
Town North): Michael Davidson; Newham 
(Royal Docks): Mark Lond; Newham 
Direct Mayoral election: Michael David- 
son; Waltham Forest (Chingford Green): 
Tracey Flaxton & Glenn Hardcastle; 
Redbridge (Hainault): Jason Douglas; 
Redbridge (Roding): Anthony Young; 
Hillingdon (Charville): Peter Shaw; 
Hillingdon (Harefield): Ian Edwards; 
Hillingdon (Heathrow Villages): Frank 
McAllister; Bexley (Colyer): Lawrence 
Rustem; Bexley (Crayford): John Bowles; 
Bexley (Erith): Claire Sayers; Bexley 
(Northend): Colin Smith, James Seadon & 
Jay Lee; Bexley (Northumberland 
Heath): Lee Barnes; Lewisham 
(Downham): Barry Roberts & Mary 
Culnane; Merton (St. Hellier): Danny 
Ford. 


HOME COUNTIES (2) 
Broxbourne (Cheshunt North): John 
Cope; Basildon (Vange): Matthew Single. 


ESTABLISHMENT GOES HYSTERICAL OVER PARTY’S CHALLENGE 


OPPONENTS of the British National Party have 
been going completely ballistic in the run-up to 
May’s local government elections. Smear leaflets 
distributed by left-wing groups, including the 
Lottery-financed Searchlight organisation, have 
been going out in big numbers, while even 
leading political figures have been joining in the 
clamour to undermine the party’s support. 

The Guardian news- 
paper of April 11th carried 
an article by no less an 
eminence than Home 
Secretary David Blunkett, 
wailing that ‘The far right 
is the enemy’ (the title of 
the article). The theme of 
the Blunkett article was 
that it is ‘racists’ like the 
BNP, not the lamentable 
government of which he 
is part, who are to blame 
for the tensions in our multi-racial towns and 
cities. Laughably, Blunkett spoke in his article of 
the way the BNP allegedly ‘distorts’ the truth in 
order to get its message across — a sure case of the 
pot calling the kettle black, for there are no greater 
‘distorters’ of the truth than Labour politicians, 
particularly when they are trying to defend the 


BLUNKETT 
Wrote special art- 
icle attacking BNP 


mess they have made of immigration and to 
blacken people, like the BNP, who oppose their 
policies. 

Not content with printing Blunkett’s article, 
The Guardian gave it an extra plug elsewhere in 
the same issue, and reported a leaked Labour 
memo disclosing that MPs on the party’s parlia- 
mentary campaign team had been asked to spend 
up to threee evenings a week ringing voters in 
seats contested by the BNP to “warn them of the 
threat posed by the extremists.” 

Two days later, a very moderate and reason- 
ably worded letter of reply was printed in The 


Guardian from the BNP’s press officer Dr. Phill 
Edwards. This caused fresh hysteria from the 
party’s opponents, with an article two days further 
on by one Randeep Ramesh demanding that the 
paper — and the rest of the press — should give no 
space to the BNP. With the screaming heading 
‘This voice should not be heard’, Ramesh argued: 
“We do not give Holocaust deniers a slot on the 
letters page, so why should other racists get one?” 

Meanwhile, the Jewish Chronicle of the 15th 
March announced that Labour Party general sec- 
retary David Triesman had promised a ‘gloves- 
off battle to stop the BNP winning seats. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND | 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover rfl 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. _ 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed i in 

these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle a 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial papper 


_ donations of less shan £10 unless specifically requested ~ 
SAE wey be much appreciated. Thanks. a 


“in n which case an 
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The picture here shows a small part of the vast crowds who queued to pay their last respects as the a 
body of the Queen Mother lay in state in Westminster last month. Many newspaper writers described 
these crowds as representing the true people of Britain — loyal and patriotic by contrast with the 
politicians of New Labour and the lefties of the BBC. 

That was broadly true. These people constituted the best of our nation. Their huge turn-out was a 
sign of their loyalty and respect for our traditions, of which the Queen Mother was seen as a symbol. 

But loyalty and patriotism demand more than just this. Loyalty and patriotism require that people 
come forward and fight for their nation when it is in peril — whether the peril be the threat of armed 
invasion from without or subversion and treason within. Britain today is in rea/ peril — the peril of 
destruction by politicians who simply do not want her to survive: politicians who would sell us out to 
Europe, who are allowing an alien invasion and the destruction of our culture and heritage through 
‘political correctness’. Patriotism demands that people mobilise together to fight this peril. By far the i 
best way to do this is to join and help the British National Party. Will you volunteer? i 
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For more information on the UIT eh 5 add actA Gets oona bv, eee i 
British National Party, write i 
and send 50p to.- Address 


The Secretary SeeUG Ceo Gede Cue n RES GPUS AeA eee vdeesouhsneeNeceneenvansauanenseescsepecnene { 
PO Box 287 [ictewntasuetancvashwndcasabhhbaWdsbeteenacenucthunucedecunsactuueteuctsue 4 
Waltham Cross i 
Herts. EN8 8ZU | enclose donation of ; 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 1 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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